





INSIDE 
CHESS 


is a subsidiary of ICE, Inc. European Office: Postbus 59064, NL-1040 KB Amsterdam 
Auqust 3, 1992 Volume 5, Issue 15 


EDITOR 
GM: Yasser:Seirawan 
MANAGING: EDIFOR 
NM: Michael:Franett 
ASSOCIATE-EBDIFOR 


/ . IMJohn: Donaldson 
5 S.W.LF.T. RAPID CHESS CHALLENGE BUSINESS MANAGER 
Russell Miller 
S.W.LF.T., appropriately enough, sponsored a 32-player _ TECHNICAL’AND EDITORIAL ADVISORS | 
rapid chess knock-out event as consolation for the bereft ee GM Lubomir Ftacnik | 


GME Jonathan: Berry 
COPY-ERIEOR 
Frederick: Klelst 

EUROPEAN: OFFICE 
18CHESS COLLECTORS MEET IN PARIS WENN atte ‘Nagel 
Cora:van: der Zanden 


Dr. B. F. Levene reports on the biennial Chess Collectors GONTFRIBUTOF @8 Ss == SHBSCRIPTIONS 


qualifiers for the now-defunct World Cup cycle. 
































International meeting held in Paris this year. GM Mewanathan‘Anand Aprikdenkins 
GM: Pal:'Benka=: PROOFREABER 
GM! Max:Diug Tom Bernat 
WGM:Elena:Donaldson NEWS BUREAUS 
19 ANNOTATED GAMES FROM THE OLYMPIAD - EM:Ralpt:Dubisch?: FIDEZGMA, 
- GM Jolin Fedorowiez USATODAY, USCE 


Last issue we had the three Brilliancy Prize winners from the 
Olympiad. Here we have the best of the non-winning _ GMWassily: Ianctiuk: 


submissions for the B.P. GM:Anatoly:Karpov 
GM Alexander:Khalifman: 


Frits: Agterdenbos 
derome:Bibuld 
Nigel:Eddis 





IM:Banny Kopes!: Kars:Graha 
GM: Edmat:Mednis Bil Hook 


24 RETURN OF THE CAVALRY GM:Tony: Miles: Catherine:Jaeg 
; ; : : IM:Nikolay:Minev CONSUEFANTS 
English International Master Jonathan Levitt provides some GM JobR: Nunn: Daniel:Seirawan 
wonderful examples of “harmonious horseplay.” AM: Stuart Rachels barry Bivitz 
GM Leonie: Shamkovic WRG 
IM:Jeremy BeSilman: ADMINISTRATOR 
GM Vassily:Smrysiov#: EM Ralph: Dubiseh 


| GM:Andy: Soltis 


Insitie! hese: would: Hikes tocexpress its:-pratitudeto= the? following 
companies and individuals wtio have helped:make Inside Chess.a success: 
New: in: Chess; SA" FODAY: Sports: Network; Chess Informant, ‘for 


3 LETTERS TO THE EDITOR permission:to:use: opening codes: and:to DBChess V20by-Brad Merl. 
inside ‘Chess Rates: “US re te a year Ss sees) | 


27 WORLD RAPID CHESS ane to ORS no. PO. ‘Bor’ 19487. ‘Seattle. AMA 98109 
Subscription::calts:: 1-800-26-CE ESS; other: calis?:(208}32S-1952; 
Fax: (206)325-9838. -or} GC. EPO: Bax $9054 4, 1040 KB Amsterdam, | 
Phe:Netherlands.:“Fel 201 F:€33):(20 3686-3127: Fax:684-9849, 


29 MINEV ON TACTICS 


stored: in a: “retsleval’ system, or nested In any: forat ‘or: rby: any 
means:-clectronic,::mechanical, or: othe rwise:-without::the: pror 
written: Ee one ‘of 1.GE:, Ine. se ublishes. ee are: those. of 


: inskia “Chess ie 
Enterprises, : Ene., 120 Belleve E, Scat, WA: 98102: Reet 
postage paid:atSeatile, WA, POSTMASTER: send:address changes 
to: Inside: Chess, evo ECB Ine., -P. 0: Box $9457, Seattle, WA98109. 


On the cover: (l-r) Timman, Salov, Seirawan, |. Sokolov, 
Ehlvest, Short, and Winants. 


Cover Photo: Jiri Juru 





Letters to the Editor 





End of an Era 


Dear Yasser, 

I read with pleasure your May 25th 
article on the Candidates Semifinal 
Matches. Since I was in Linares during 
the middle portion of these matches, I 
thought I would comment on the Karpov- 
Short match from a spectator’s view. 

Anatoly Karpov, whom I had never 
seen, was not the Karpov of lore. That 
Karpov is thin, armed with novelties, and 
(like Bobby Fischer) plays quickly and 
confidently. But having a few pounds on 
his old picture, the Karpov of Linares had 
nothing new in the opening, played slow- 
ly, and, like the rest of us, looked like a 
nervous wreck in time trouble. When I 
left Linares (the match was then tied) I 
wrongly supposed that Karpov was still 
going to win, since he seemed to have the 
hex on Short, who repeatedly could not 
press advantages properly. 

Nigel Short’s hidden strength may be 
his character. Short overcame several 
diappointing games that would have 
broken a player with less strength —just 
as he rebounded from a horrible first 
game against Gelfand in the Quarters, 
from being a game down against Speel- 
man in the first round [of the Candidates] 
and all this after qualifying only by beat- 
ing Mikhail Gurevich as Black in the final 
round in the Interzonal in Manila. Garry 
Kasparov said in a recent interview that 
Short only had chances to win because 
Karpov had chances to lose. Whatever he 
meant by this I think it turned out not to 
be the case. Short was well-prepared for 
this match and Karpov was outplayed. 
These facts, of course, were hard to 
predict, but in retrospect it was the 
natural end of an era. If Karpov cannot 
beat Short this time, he will not beat 
Ivanchuk, Anand, or Gelfand in the next 
cycle. 

As for Jan Timmazn, his victory must be 
all the sweeter because the World Cham- 
pion has been insisting (at least since last 
August when I heard him in Los Angeles) 
that Timman stood no chance in the Can- 
didates Matches. It is hard to root against 
Timman, who has made such a likable and 
modest impression in interviews all these 
years, but it is also hard to root against 
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Short. It will be a pleasure to watch two 
gentleman play in January. 


Sincerely, 


Stuart Rachels 
Oxford, England 


Theoretical Inquiry 


Dear Editor, 

I have recently subscribed to Inside 
Chess, and am impressed with the quality 
of its tournament coverage. Bravo! 
However, I distinctly recall that during 
the first year or so of Inside Chess’s pub- 
lication, there were fairly regular 
theoretical articles (from memory of 
several samples I received). Yet since I 
subscribed (beginning with Issue 7 of this 
year, and I will soon order the back issues 
to get the full year) I haven’t seen a one. 
At what point was a decision made to 
decrease the amount of such articles, and 
why was that decision made? 

Also, I would like to relay to Inside 
Chess readers a point about the new ver- 
sion of Garry Kasparov and Alexander 
Nikitin’s classic book Sicilian: ...e6 and 
...46 Systems. I now own both the old and 
new versions of the book, and in my 
opinion, advertising the new version as an 
“updated edition” as Batsford has done is 
very misleading, as the only change be- 
tween the two editions is an 18-page un- 
dated section at the end by Raymond 
Keene. While the section is reasonably 
helpful, the very least Batsford should 
have done is provide the updating that 
Keene did available under separate cover 
for those who had already plunked down 
$16 for the 1983 edition as I did. That 
separate pamphlet should also go for a 
price about half of what the Trends 
pamphlets sell for, since that is roughly 
the size of it. Otherwise, those of us who 
have invested in both editions have been 


gypped. 


Sincerely, 


Eric Perlman 
Boulder, CO 


Eric—the recent paucity of opening 
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theoreticals is due more to the vagaries of 
supply and suppliers than any change in 
policy. Tournament reports and annotated 
games are much easier to come by than 
theoreticals of reasonable length. We have 
taken steps to remedy this problem and 
hope to have some excellent opening 
material in the second half of the year. 


California Dreamin’ 


Dear Editor, 

Recent letters have commented on the 
format and contents of JC and offered 
suggestions for changes. Let me offer my 
opinions: 

1) Given more resources, I agree with 
readers who want more pages instead of 
glossy paper. In fact, I think JC presents 
a very attractive appearance. The layout 
is very well designed. 

2) Getting all the games from impor- 
tant tournaments is great! It’s like getting 
a tournament bulletin (with notes) for a 
couple of dollars. 

3) I agree with the reader who wished 
to shrink Inside News. A paragraph, a list 
of prize winners, and perhaps one unan- 
notated game for a tournament — this is 
too little to be satisfying and yet takes up 
a good deal of space. 

4) My favorite article so far —the one 
that convinced me to subscribe was the 
one on the St. Petersburg tourney of 1914. 
I hope you can continue to publish ar- 
ticles on players and tournaments from 
the past from time to time. Chess has a 
rich and fascinating history. 

5) Finally, a long-term project —I 
dream of the day when I can pay my 
USCF dues but choose /C instead of 
Chess Life for my magazine subscrip- 
tion! 


Keep up your good work, 


Jim Uren 
San Jose, CA 


Jim— Thanks for the suggestions and 
comments Jim. We are always interested 
in the ideas of our readers. Your opinion 
#5 is of particular interest. I think one 
could safely say that this is adream we have 
in common. a 


Ae 


S.W.LET. RAPID CHESS CHALLENGE 


by GM Yasser Seirawan 





) ee the 5th to the 10th of July, 32 
world-class players met in a 
Wimbledon-style knock-out rapid 
chess event in Brussels. The tournament 
was a consolation prize for those who had 
qualified for the now-defunct World Cup 
cycle. The event was sponsored by the 
S.W.LF.T. Corporation which had been 
heavily involved in the World Cup series 
under its Chief Executive Bessel Kok. 

From a field which included World 
Candidate Finalists Jan Timman and 
Nigel Short as well as former World 
Champion Anatoly Karpov, the surprise 
winner was Michael Adams of England. 
With this victory, “Mikey” emerges from 
the shadow of England’s Candidates 
finalist Nigel Short. 

Mikey’s route to the final was a rather 
unusual one in that it was paved with his 
countrymen. Nunn, Short, and Speelman 
all helped boost Adams into the semi- 
finals. There he dispatched Viswanathan 
Anand to gain a finals berth. 

Of course, to win such an event, one 
needs a little luck. Fortune smiled on 
Adams when he won from a losing posi- 
tion in game one of the final and got 
mangled in game two. In the five minute 
tie-break, Eric Lobron had no chance. 
Mikey picked up $50,000 US in cash. Eric 
received $25,000 for second place. 

As generous as the prizes were, the 
Belgian government was the clear winner 
of the event. All the players’ prizes were 
taxed at 18%. This theoretical novelty 
seems to be becoming more com- 
monplace. Bill Goichberg of the Con- 
tinental Chess Association routinely 
withholds a percentage of the prize 
monies of foreign players. At Hastings, 
the players’ purses are lightened by the 
tax man to the tune of 25%. A most an- 
noying phenomenon! 

Why should organizers become tax 
collectors? It now seems that players 
have to apply to the tax services of foreign 
governments for forms and refunds. 
While this “taxation without repre- 
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sentation” was a painful nuisance in Brus- 
sels, what about the Los Angeles 1993 
World Championship Match when the 
tax man could take a 15% bite of a four 
million dollar prize fund? Now that will 
really hurt! 

But I digress. The Brussels format 
called for two 25-minute games to be 
played first. If no decisive result was 
reached, two 5-minutes games were to be 
played, followed if necessary by a blitz 
game in which White gets a six-to-five- 
minute time advantage and Black gets 
draw odds. 

With this merciless format, the spec- 
tators could expect to be thrilled by 
“chess for blood” and they weren’t disap- 
pointed. The tournament was played in a 
crowded theater. The stage was dim 
while the chess tables were illuminated by 
spotlights and the audience sat in dark- 
ness. Behind the players were large 
screens upon which the games were digi- 
tally iiluminated by Kevin O’Connell’s In- 
telligent Software. This allowed the 
audience to easily follow even the most 
hair-raising time scrambles. 

After being bumped out of the com- 
petition, I joined the audience and found 
myself being thrilled, disappointed, and 
elated, sometimes all within an hour. To 
boldly state the obvious, we will be seeing 
a lot more of Rapid Chess Knockout and 
match tournaments. 

The SWIFT Rapid Chess Challenge 
July 4th opening ceremonies were 
presided over by new SWIFT CEO Jac- 
ques Cerveau. He looked back at 
SWIFT’s involvement in chess and ex- 
pressed his pleasure at opening and spon- 
soring this event. However, he made it 
clear that SWIFT was moving in a dif- 
ferent direction from chess and indicated 
that chess events were no longer on 
SWIFT’s agenda. A pity indeed. 

This didn’t detract from the speech of 
the famous Czech film director Milos 
Forman (Ragtime, Amadeus, Fireman’s 
Ball, to name a few) who gave the keynote 
address. Milos is a closet chess player 
who thrills to the game when he’s not 
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immersed in one of his films. He is no 
mean player in his own right. I recall him 
analyzing a game between Karpov and 
Kasparov at the 1990 World Champion- 
ship Match in New York and making a 
suggestion that Misha Tal approved of, 
and was later played by Kasparov. 
Anyway, Milos spoke his love for chess 
and how we were his heroes... Wishing 
us all well, Milos made the drawing of lots 
pitting the top seeds against the second 
half. The first name drawn—my own. 
This gave me the privilege of meeting 
top-seeded Anatoly Karpov. Thanks, 
Milos. .. 

Before moving to the games, a heartfelt 
word of thanks and congratulations to the 
sponsor, SWIFT and to the organizers 
and arbiters. The tournament had a gra- 
cious and enjoyable atmosphere. The 
following abbreviated list of persons at- 
tempts to thank those most truly respon- 
sible. Please forgive any oversights. You 
were all marvelous. 

The organizing committee was the 
GMA’s own Pierrette Kok-Broodthaers, 
Angie Day, and Constantin Van Hiel. 
Together with the reception committee of 
Sylvie Bourreau, Marianne Raedts, 
Didier Malengreau, Delphine Van 
Severen. The press room was run by 
Yvette Nagel and Jeroen van den Berg. 
The technical directors were Jack Van 
Severen, Kevin O’Connell, Marc Lintelo, 
and Frank Feyen. The arbiter staff did a 
wonderfully competent job. The players’ 
thanks to Jean Duche, John van Emmelo, 
Arthur Schuering, and Jean-Claude 
Templeur. One and all, well done! 


ROUND ONE 
YUSUPOV VS WINANTS 


On paper a mismatch. Luc was invited 
by the organizers by virtue of his being 
Belgian. Fair enough, but Artur got more 
then he bargained for. In game two, Luc 
was winning, but Artur advanced based 
on his victory in game one. 


5. 


QI 1.2 Bogo-Indian E11 


GM Artur Yusupov 
IM Luc Winants 


Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.g3 Bb4+ 4.Bd2 Qe7 
5.Bg2 Nc6 6.Nf3 Bxd2+ 7.Nbxd2 d6 
8.0-0 O-O 9.e4 e5 10.d5 Nb8 11.Nel a5 
12.Nd3 Na6 13.a3 Bg4 14.f3 Bd7 15.b4 c6 
This pawn sacrifice never pans out. 
With hindsight 15...axb4 16.axb4 c6 


should be preferred. 
1_.bx 5! cx_5 17.cx_5 _b5 1.9.3 
Bxd3 19.Qxd3 Nc5 20.Qc3 Nfd7 
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Superficially Black seems to be doing 
well but in the next four moves, White 
begins to take over the game. 

21.Bh3 g6 22.Bxd7 Qxd7 23.Nc4 Qe7 
24.Racl Rac8 25.Qe3 Re7 26.Rc2 Nd7 
27.Rfcl Rfc8 28.Rc3 Kg7 29.Kg2 h6 30.h4 
Re5 31.Nd2 Rxc3 32.Rxc3 Rxc3 33.Qxc3 
Nc§ 34.Nc4 g5?? 

Horrible. Luc realized White’s Qc3- 
b4-b6xd6 was on the agenda and tries to 
“do something.” The text hastens the 
end. 

35.Ne3 Qd7 36.Nf5+ Kg6 37.Qb4 [6 
38.Qb6 Qa4 39.Qd8 1-0 


KHALIFMAN VS 
LOBRON 


A nail-biter of a match. Khalifman 
outplayed his opponent and won a good 
first game. Then, in his desire to go for 
the draw, he gave up a good position for 
a bad ending... and lost. With Lobron 
getting this reprieve, the players 
entered the five-minute tiebreaker and 
Khalifman lost both on time. Par- 
ticularly painful was Alexander’s loss on 
time in game four when Eric was totally 
lost. 

A happy victory for Lobron but one 
that led him to the “cognac novelty”. 
With so much prize money at stake, 


4h: 


players began to soothe their pre-game 
jitters with a glass of cognac. It worked! 
I must say that the best drinkers made it 
to the finals! 


QI 1.4 Bogo-Indian Ell 


GM Alexander Khalifman 
GM Eric Lobron 


Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 e6 3.c4 Bb4+ 4.Bd2 a5 
5.g3 d6 6.Bg2 Nbd7 7.0-O e5 8.Nc3 O-O 
9.a3 Bxc3 10.Bxc3 Ne4 11.Bel Qe7 12.b4 
axb4 13.axb4 Rxal 14.Qxal Re8 15.dxe5 
dxe5 16.Nd2 Nd6 17.e4 c5 18.Qc3 b6 19.8 
Bb7 20.Bf2 f5 21.bxc5 bxc5 22.Rb1 Bc6é 
23.Qd3 Rf8 24.Nb3 fxe4 25.fxed Nb7 
26.Nd2 h6 27.Nf1 Qd6 28.Qc2 Qg6 29.Ne3 
Nd6 30.Nd5 Bxd5 31.cxd5 c4 32.Rel Qg4 
33.Qc3 Qh5 34.Qb4 Nf6 35.h3 Nfe8 
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36.24! Qg6 37.Bg3 Qg5 38.Qc3 Nf7 
39.Qxc4 h5 40.Qcl Qg6 41.Qd1 Ned6 
42.Kh2 hxg4 43.Qxg4 Qxg4 44.hxg4 Nh6 
45.25 Nhf7? 46.26 Nh6 47.Bh3 Rf6 
48.Be6+ Kf8 49.Ral Rxg6 50.Ra8 + 1-0 


RL 8.4 Ruy Lopez Exchange C69 
GM Eric Lobron 
GM Alexander Khalifman 


Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.e4 eS 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 a6 4.Bxc6 dxc6 
5.0-O f6 6.d4 Bg4 7.c3 Bd6 8.Be3 Ne7 
9.Nbd2 Ng6 10.Qb3 Qc8 11.c4 exd4 
12.Nxd4 c5 13.Nf5 O-O 14.Nxd6 cxd6 
15.f3 Be6 16.Qb6 Qd7 17.Rfd1 Rac8 18.b3 
Rc6 19.Qa5 f$ 20.exfS Bxf5 21.Nfl Qd8 
22.Qxd8 Rxd8 23.Ng3 Be6 24.Ne4 b6 
25.Nc3 h6 26.Rd2 Ne7 27.Rad1 Kf? 28.Bf4 
Nf5 29.4 Nd4 30.Kg2 d5 31.cxd5 Bxd5 
32.Nxd5 Rxd5 33.h4 Rf6?! 34.Be3 Rfd6 
35.h5 
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35...Ne2? 

Forcing a bad ending. Black’s rising 
flag was a factor in making the decision to 
ease the board of pieces. 


36.Bf4 Rxd2+ 37.Rxd2 Rxd2+ 
38.Bxd2 b5 39.Kf2 Nd4 40.Bc3 Ne6 
41.Ke3 g6 42.hxg6+ Kxg6 43.f4 Kf7 
44.Ke4 Nc7 45.Be5 Ne6 46.Kd5 Ke7 47.f5 
Ng* 48.B°4 Nf7 49.¥xc Ks6 0.nb6 ho 
51.gxhS KxfS 52.Bd2 Kg4 53.h6 Kf5 
54.Kxa6 1-0 


RE 5.2 Reti Al2 
GM E-i- Lob-o- 
GM Alexander Khalifman 
Brussels 5’ (3), 1992 


1.Nf3 d5 2.23 Nf6 3.Bg2 c6 4.0-0 Bed 
5.b3 Nbd7 6.Bb2 e6 7.c4 Bd6 8.Na3 O-O 
9.Nc2 Bxf3 10.Bxf3 Be5 11.Qcl Bxb2 
12.Qxb2 e5 13.cxd5 cxd5 14.Ne3 e4 15.Bg2 
Qb6 *6.7°3 Rac® *7.Rf71 Q-6 18.u--4 
dxe4 19.Rd4 Nb8 20.Rad1 Qe5 21.Qd2 
Nc6 22.Rd6 h6?! 23.b4 Rfd8 24.a3 Rxd6 
25.Qxd6 Qc3 26.Qc5 Qxc5 27.bxc5 Ne7 
28.Rb1 Rc7 29.g4 Kf8 30.h4 Rxc5? 
31.Rxb7 NedS 32.Nf5 Rcel+ 33.Kh2 
Nxg4+ 34.Kg3 Nef6 35.Rb8+ Ne8 
36.Bxe4 Rce3+ 37.e3 Ndf6 38.BB3 Rxa3 
39.Rb7 a5 40.Be2 Rec3. 1-0 Black lost on 
time. 


QI 1.4 Bogo-Indian ElI] 


GM Alexander Khalifman 
GM Eric Lobron 


Brussels 5’ (4), 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nf3 Bb4+ 4.Bd2 a5 
5.Nc3 d5 6.Bg5 h6 7.Bxf6 Qxf6 8.e3 O-O 
9.Rcl c6 10.Bd3 Nd7 11.0-O Qe7 12.a3 
Bd6 13.e4 dxc4 14.Bxc4 e5 15.d5 Nb6 
16.dxc6 bxc6 17.Be2 a4 18.Nd2 Be6 
19.Bg4 Rfd8 20.Bxe6 Qxe6 21.Qe2 BcS 
22.Rfd1 Bd4 23.Nf3 c5 24.Qc2 Rab8 
25.Ne2 Nc8 26.Rb1 Qb3 27.Qxb3 Rxb3 
28.Nc3 Nb6? 


Issue 15/ 


29.Nd2 c4 30.Nxb3 axb3 31.Nb5 Nad 
32.Kfl Kf8 33.Rd2 Bb6 34.Rxd8+ Bxd8 
35.Nd6 Nb6 36.Rel Be7 37.Nxc4 Na4 0-1 
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the five-minute games, Jan won convinc- 
ingly. 
EO 5.4 English A28 


GM Simen Agdestein 
GM Jan Timman 


Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.c4 e5 2.Nc3 Nf6 3.Nf3 Nc6 4.e3 Bb4 
5.Qc2 O-O 6.Nd5 Re8 7.Qf5 d6 8.Nxf6 + 
Qxf6 9.Qxf6 gxf6 10.a3 BcS 11.b4 Bb6 
12.Bb2 a5 13.b5 Ne7 14.Be2 d5 15.d4 e4 
16.Nd2 a4 17.Rcl BaS 18.Bc3 f5 19.c5 
Bxc3 20.Rxc3 Bd7 21.0-O f4 
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A very sharp position. The evaluation 
comes down to this: will Black’s kingside 
attack make up for the imminent demise 
of his a4-pawn? Methinks not. Black is 
in trouble. 

22.Rb1 Ng6 23.b6 c6 24.Bh5 Rfs 
25.Rb4 RaS 26.Rcl Kg7 27.Nb1? £3!? 
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A remarkable attempt to mix it up. 
White is definitely heading after the a- 
pawn so this seems to be Black’s best. 
The only problem is, it doesn’t work. 

28.pxf3 Nh4 29.fxe4 Kh6 30.Be2 Bh3 
31.8 dxe4 32.fxed Rg8+ 33.Kf2 Rg2+ 
34.Kel Rxh2 35.Nc3 Bg2 36.Kd2 Ra8 
37.Kd3! Rh3 38.Bf1! Rg8 39.Rxa4 Rgg3 
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About this time the Dutch fans were 
winking « a* Jan w*s ~e***n~ somew"-re, 
White’s next move woke everyone from 
mass hypnosis. Things were immediately 
Croc 

#f.Kes!! Bail + 21.R~fl Rve3 42.Nd1 
Re2 “3.Rf2 Rxe* “4.°f6+ Kg7 °5.NE 
Ree3 46.Nxh3 Kxf6 47.Nf2 Re2 48.Ng4+ 
Kg. 49.N.. Nf. -0.Nxc6! h. $1.Ne% h4 
§2.c6 h3 53.cxb7 Nd6+ 54.Kd3 h2 
55.Nf3+ Kf6 56.Nxh2 1-0 


RL 9.3 Ruy Lopez Archang-l C70 


GM Jan Timman 
GM Simen Agdestein 


Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 a6 4.Ba4 b5 
5.Bb3 NaS 6.0-O d6 7.d4 Nxb3 8.axb3 6 
9.c4 b4 10.Be3 Bb7 11.Nbd2 c5! 12.dxc5 
dxc5 13.Qe2 Bd6?! 14.Nh4 g6 15.Rad1 
Qc7? 

Misplacing the Queen. The direct 
15...Qe7 and ...0-O-O is best. The g8- 
Knight will find its home later. 

16.Qg¢4 Bc8 17.Q£3 

This is annoying. The f6-pawn is 
tender. 

17...Be6 18.Nf5! Bf8 19.h3 Rd8 20.Ng3 
h5 

Black has run out of development 
ideas. 

21.Ne2 Kf7 22.Ncl Kg7 23.Qe2 Bd6 
24.Nd3 Ne7 

White’s big f2-f4 break can’t be 
stopped by 24...g5? since 25.h4! will crash 
through. 

25.f4 exf4 26.Bxf4 Nc6 27.Qf2! Bc8 
28.Bxd6 Qxd6 29.Nxc5 Rhf8 30.Nf3 Qxd1 
31.Rxd1 Rxdi + 32.Kh2 Ne5 33.NxeS5 fxe5 
34.Qg3 Re8 35.Qg5 Rd4 36.Kg3 Rd6 
37.Kh2 Rd4 38.Qe3 Red8 39.Kg3 a5 
40.Kh4 Bd7 41.Kg3 Bc8 42.Kh2 Kf6 
43.Qf3 + Ke7 44.Qg3 Kf6 45.Qh4+ Kf7 
46.Qg5 Re8 47.Qh6 Kf6 48.Qh7 Rd2 
49.Qc7 25 50.Qc6+ Kg7?? 51.Qxe8 1-0 
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EO 59.1 English A17 


GM Simen Agdestein 
GM Jan Timman 


Brussels 5’ (3), 1992 


1.c4 Nf62.Nc3 e6 3.Nf3 Bb4 4.Qc2 O-O 
5.a3 Bxc3 6.Qxc3 b6 7.23 Bb7 8.Bg2 d5 
9.0-O? dxc4 10.Qxc4? Ba6é 

Whoops. Simen now spent two 
minutes looking for counterplay. Not 
realizing that, in five-minute chess, two 
minutes is worth a pawn. 

11.Qh4 Bxe2 12.Rel Bxf3 13.Bxf3 Nd5S 
14.Qh3 Nc6 15.Re4 Nf6 16.Rh4 Qd7 17.d3 
Nd4 18.Bxa8 Rxa8 19.g4 Qd5 20.Be3 
Nf3 + 21.Kfl Nxh4 22,.Qxh4 Qh1 + 0-1 


SALOV VS PIKET 


An extraordinary match. Both players 
outdid each other as Black. By winn ng 
game one, Valery t...ugh, he had the 
match in the bag. Jeroen fought back in 
t esecon ‘game an t ematc wentin o 
° ti-brrak. In the fiv.-minute games 
Valery’s flat proved his undoing and 
Jeroen came back from the grave to win 
the match. 


OI 5.2 Queen’s Indian Defense E15 


GM Jeroen Piket 
GM Valery Salov 


Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.NB b6 4.23 Bab 
5.Nbd2 Bb7 6.Bg2 c5 7.d5!? exdS 8.Nh4 
26! 9.0-O Bg7 10.cxd5 O-O 11.Nc4 

It may have been better to delay this 
natural move by 11.e4 and Rfi-el. 

11...d6 12.Bf4 Ne8 13.Qd2 Ba6 14.Racl 
Bxc4 15.Rxc4 Nd7 16.Bg5 Bf6 17.Bxf6 
Nexf6 18.e4 Re8 19.Rel bS 20.Rc3 Qb6 
21.h3 Re7 22.f4 Rae8 23.Rce3 c4 24.Kh2 
Nc5 25.e5 





Black is well-prepared to meet this 
blow. But did White have a choice? 
25...Nd3! 26.Rxd3 cxd3 27.Rel1 Re7! 
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The overlooked resource. After 
27...dxe5? 28.Rc6 picks up the fella on 6. 
Even this isn’t convincing since 28...Qd8 
29.Rxf6 e4 is dangerous for White. 

28.Rc6 Rxc6 29.dxc6 dxe5 30.fxe5 Rxe5 
31.Qxd3 Kg7! 

Consolidating everything. The c6-pawn 
is under lock and key, so the game is won. 

32.b4 Qe3 33.Qd6 Re6 34.Qb8 Re8 
35.c7 Qe5 36.Qxa7 Rc8 37.Nf3 Qxc7 
38.Qd4 Qc3 39.Qd6 Rc6 40.Qe7 Re6 
41.Qb7 Qxb4 42.a4 Re7 43.Qxb5 Qxb5 
44.axb5 Re2 45.Kg1 Rb2 46.Bfl Ne4 47.¢4 
Nd6 48.Nd4 Kf6 49.h4 Ke5 50.Nc6+ Kf4 


51.¢5 Nxb5 52.Nd8 Nd4 53.Bg2 Kg3 0-1 


KI 74.1 King’s Indian Defense E62 
GM Valery Salov 
GM Jeroen Piket 
Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 26 3.g3 Bg7 4.Bg2 O-O 
5.0-0 d6 6.c4 c6 7.Nc3 QaS 8.e4 Bg4 9.h3 
Bxf3 10.Qxf3 

This recapture doesn’t work out well as 
it leaves the d4-pawn too vulnerable. An 
interesting alternative was 9.Qb3, target- 
ing the b7-pawn first. 

10...Nfd7 11.Be3 Qb4! 12.Rfcl 

Otherwise 12.0e2 Nb6 gives Black the 
initiative. 

11...Qxb2 13.Rab1 Qa3 14.Rxb7? 

Mistimed. With 14.0d1, White has 
compensation for his pawn. 





14...Bxd4! 15.Rb3 QcS 16.Na4 Qe5 
17.Bxd4 Qxd4 18.e5? Qxe5 19.Rb7 Qa5 
20.Qb3 Rd8 21.Qd1 Qa6 22.Qb3 Nb6 
23.Nxb6 Qxb7 24.Nxa8 Qxa8 25.Rel e6 
26.h4 Nd7 27.h5 Qb8 28.Qc3 Qb6 29.h6 e5 
30.Bh3 £5 31.Qd2 Nf6 32.Qg5 Kf7 33.Kg2 
Qd4 34.Re3 Rb8 35.Bxf5 gxf5 36.Qxf5 e4 
37.Ra3 Rb2 38.Qf4 Kg6 39.g4 Qe5 
40.Qxe5 dxe5 41.Kg3 Kxh6 42.Rxa7 Kg6 
43.Ra6 hS 44.exhS+ NxhS+ 45.Kg4 
Nf6+ 0-1 


August 3, 1992 


HD 10.5 Dutch Leningrad A85 


GM Jeroen Piket 
GM Valery Salov 


Brussels 5’ (4), 1992 


1.d4 f5 2.c4 Nf6 3.Nc3 g6 4.h4 Bg7 5.h5 
Nxh§S 6.e4? 

At this speed 6.Rxh5S is nearly winning! 

6...Nf6 7.e5 Ne4 8.Nf3 Nxc3 9.bxc3 d6 
10.Bh6 Bxh6 11.Rxh6 Nd7 12.e6 Nf6 
13.Ng5 c6 14.Bd3 QaS 15.Qd2 Rg8 16.8 
Rg7 17.Kf2 b6 18.Rah1 Ba6 19.Nxh7 Ng8 
20.R6h3 O-O-O 21.Ng5 Nf6 22.Rh8 Rgg8 
23.Rxg8 Rxg8 24.Rh6 Qa4 25.Qe2 Qa3 
26.Qc2 d5 27.Nf7 dxc4 28.Bfl Nd5 29.Ne5 
Bb5 30.Bxc4 Ba4 31.Bb3 Bxb3 32.axb3 
Ke7 33.Rh7 Re8 34.Nxg6 a5 35.Ne5 f4 
36.24 fxg3 + 37.Kxg3 Rg8+ 38.Kh4 Qal 
39.Ng4 Qh1 + 40.Kg3 Qel + 41.Qf2 Qxc3 
42.Kh2 Qcl 43.Qg3+ Kb7 44.Qf2 Qf4+ 
45.Qg3 Qxd4 46.Qh4 Qd2+ 47.Kh3 Ka6 
48.Qf2 1-0 

White won on time. 


KARPOV VS SEIRAWAN 


It’s always a pleasure to play such a 
magnificent player as Anatoly Karpov but 
things certainly didn’t start out as I would 
have liked. In the first game, a Queen’s 
Indian, Karpov as Black neutralized the 
position completely and drew easily. He 
was then prepared to win the match with 
the White pieces but the game slipped 
away from him. At one point I was ahead 
by ten minutes on the clock—an insur- 
mountable advantage. 


KF 6.1 Pirc Defense BO6 


GM Anatoly Karpov 
GM Yasser Seirawan 


Brussels Rapid (2), 1 992 


1.d4 d6 2.e4 g6 3.g3? 

I’ve never understood this move but I’ve 
seen strong GM’s play it as an antidote for 
the Pirc. Why misplace the f1-Bishop? 

3...Bg7 4.Bg2 Nc6! 5.Ne2 e5 6.d5 Nce7 
7.¢4 f5 8.Nbc3 Nf6 9.0-O O-O 

I prefer Black here because I have an 
accelerated KID and White’s minor 
pieces are uncoordinated. 

10.f4 Nxe4 

Playing for “equals.” Keeping the ten- 
sion with 10...Kh8 is probably best. 

11.Nxe4 fxe4 12.Bxe4 Bg4 13.Qd3 Qd7 
14.Bd2 Nf5 15.fxe5 Bxe2 16.Qxe2 Bxe5 
17.Rab1 Rf7 18.Qd3 Raf8 19.Bg2? 

Trying to keep play. White is better off 
playing for the draw with 19.b3 followed 
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19...Qa4! 20.a3 Qa6 21.Kh1 Qb6 
22.Bh3 Qd4 23.Qxd4 Nxd4 24.Rxf7 Rxf7 
25.Kg2 Kg7 26.Bg4 Nb3 27.Bel Nc5? 

Still playing for equals. After 27...a5! 
28.Bd1 a4, White has problems. 

28.Be2 Nad 29.b4? 

Karpov believes in White on principle 
but this is excessive. He keeps a nice 
disadvantage with 29.b3 with play similar 
to the game. 

29...Nc3_ 30.Bxc3_ Bxc3 31.Rd1 Re7 
32.Kf2 a5! 33.b5 b6 34.Rd3 Bb2 35.B 
Kf6 36.h4 h6 37.Bg2 Re5S 38.a4 g5 
39.Rf3+ Ke7 40.hxg5 hxg5 41.¢4 Bd4+ 
42.Kf1 Be3 43.Rh3?! 

Anatoly was worried about the op- 
posite-colored Bishop ending following 
43.Rf5, but it should be drawn. 

43...Bf4 44.Rh7+ Kd8 45.Rh6 Re3 
46.Re6 BeS! = 
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47...Bg3! 

This move accentuates the difference 
between Bishops. 

48.Bhi Rel+ 49.Kg2 Bf4 50.Rg8+ 
Kd7 51.Rg7 + Kc8 52.Rh7 Rel 53.Rh8 + 
Kb7 54.Re8 Rxc4 55.Kf2 Rxa4 

Simpler was 55...Be5, keeping White’s 
Bishop out. 

56.Be4 Rb4 57.Bd3 a4 58.Bf5 Rxb5 
59.Bc8+ Ka7 60.Bd7 Rxd5 

Later, a bewildered GM asked how I 
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managed to collect all four White pawns on 
light squares. “But where was Karpov’s 
Bishop?” Inquiring minds need to know. 

61.Bc6 Rd2+ 62.Kel b5 63.Bxb5 a3 
64.Bc4 d5 

Salov asked me, “Why didn’t you play 
65...a2?” The problem with that move is 
that it speeds up the game. 

65.Bb3 c5! 66.Re2 c4 67.Ba2 Rb2 
68.Kd1 Kb6 69.Rxb2 + axb2 70.Kc2 Bel 
71.Kce3 Kc5 72.Kce2 Kb4 73.Kd1 d474.Bb1 
d3 75.Kel Be3 76.Kd1 Kc5 77.Kel Kd4 
78.Kd1 c3 79.Bc2 dxc2+ 80.Kxc2 Ke4 
81.Kb1 Kd3 82.Ka2 Kc2 0-1 
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A tough match. Jaan missed a win in 
game one with Black. In all likelihood 
that would have wrapped up the match 
but both players were short on time. The 
second game was a stodgy draw. Kiril 
then outblitzed and outplayed Jaan in the 
five-minute tiebreakers. 


KI 7.3 King’s Indian Defense E97 


GM Kiril Georgiev 
GM Jaan Ehlvest 


Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.Nf3 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 
5.d4 O-O 6.Be2 e5 7.0-O Nc6 8.d5 Ne7 
9.Nd2 a5 10.Rb1 Nd7 11.a3 f5 12.b4 Kh8 
13.Qc2 Ng8 14.f3 Ndf6 15.c5 axb4 16.axb4 
NhS 17.g3 Ngf6 18.NbS5 fxe4 19.fxe4d Bh3 
20.Rf2 Qe7 21.Rb3 Bh6 22.Na3 Bd7 
23.Rc3 Ng4 24.Rxf8+ Rxf8 25.Nf3 Bxcl 
26.Qxcl c6 27.Qg5 Qxg5 28.Nxg5 dxc5 
29.bxc5 Nhf6 





Here Jaan felt his pressure against 
White’s e4- and dS-pawns gave him an 
advantage, whereas Kiril believed his 
center and the misplaced g4-Knight gave 
him the advantage. The tactics now get 
hee-ed he, 

30.h3!? Nf2! 31.Rf3! Nxh3+ 32.Nxh3 


Bxh3 33.Nc4 K_7 34.4 Bxg4 35.Rxf6 
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Bxe2! 36.Rxf8 Kxf8 37.Nxe5 cxd5 38.exd5 
Ke7 


D 





The smoke clears and Black has won a 
pawn. Since White’s d-pawn is blocked, 
the ending is a win for Black. 

39.Kf2 Bb5 40.Ke3 Be8 41.Nc4 Bb5 
42.Nd6 Ba6 43.Nc8+ Kd8 44.Nb6 Kce7 
45.Kf4 Bd3 46.KeS5 h5 47.d6+ Kd8? 

Missing the simple win 47...Kc6 48.d7 
Kce7 49.Kf6 Kd8 or 47...Kc6 48.Kf6 Bf5 
49.Ke7 h4. 

48.Kf4 BfS 49.Kg5 Ke8 50.Nc4 Kd7 
51.Ne5+ Ke6 52.Nf3 Kd7? 

Excessively cautious. After 52...Kd5 
53.Nh4 Bg4 54.Kf6 Kxc5 55.Ke7 gS is easy. 

53.Nd4 Bed 54.Kf4 Bd3 55.Nf3 BfS 
56.Nd4 Bd3 57.Kg5 Be4 Draw 

The fina] position is still good for Black, 
but time was the crucial factor here. 


ST 29.8 Sicilian Scheveningen B84 


GM Kiril Georgiev 
GM Jaan Ehlvest 


Brussels 5’ (3), 1992 


1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 
5.Nc3 a6 6.Be2 e6 7.0-O Be7 8.f4 O-O 
9.Kh1 Qc7 10.a4 Nc6 11.Be3 Re8 12.Bd3! 
Nb4 13.a5! Bd7 14.Nf3 Nxd3 15.cxd3 Bc6 
16.Qe1 Nd7 17.Bd4 Bf8 18.Qg3 





I’ve always considered these positions 
difficult for Black. In practice, it isn’t easy 
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for him to find counterplay in face of the 
uselessness of his light-squared Bishop. 

28...00 19.B.3 uvf4 20.Bxf4 NvS 21.Nd4 
Ng6 22.Be3 Rad8 23.Nf5 Rd7 24.Bb6 Qb8 
25.Ne3! 

Well-played. Black’s problem is the 
d5-square. 

25...NeS 26.Ned5 Ng6 27.Bd4 Re6é 
28.Rf5 Qd8 29.Rh5 Re5!? 30.Bxe5 dxe5 
31.Qh3 h6 32.Qg3 Bd6 33.Rf5 Kh7 34,.h3 
Nf4 

After sacrificing the Exchange, Black 
has freed his game but White gives back 
material and keeps control. 

35.Rxf4! exf4 36.Qg4 g6 37.d4 h5 
38.Qe2 Bb8 39.b4! Ba7 40.Rd1 Qg5 
41.Qf3 Qg3? 

Positionally nice but tactically wrong. 
White grabs the second Exchange, the 
game, and the match. 

42.Qxg3 fxg3 43.Nf6+ Kg7 44.Nxd7 
Bxd7 45.e5 Kf8 46.Ne4 Bc6 47.d5 Bb5 
48.Nc5 Ke7 49.d6+ Kd8 50.Nxb7 + Kd7 
51.Nc5+ Bxc5 52.bxc5 1-0 


NIKOLIC VS 
ANDERSSON 


A matchup of two tough players. Since 
neither player loses very often, everyone 
expected this to go five games. Nikolic 
surprised by winning a very Ulf 
Andersson-style ending in game two. Not 
exciting, but a fine win by Predrag. 


QI 1.2 Bogo-Indian Ell 


GM Predrag Nikolic 
GM Ulf Andersson 


Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nf3 Bb4+ 4.Bd2 
Bxd2 + 5.Qxd2 d5 6.g3 Nbd7 7.Bg2 O-O 
8.0-0 c6 9.Qc2 b6 10.Nbd2 Bb7 11.Rad1 
Qe7 12.Rfel c5 13.cxd5 Nxd5 14.dxc5 
Nxc5 15.Qb1i Rfd8 16.a3 h6 17.Ne5 Nd7 
18.Nd3 Nc5 19.Nxc5 Qxc5 20.Ne4 Qe7 
21.Rcl Rac8 22.Rxc8 Rxc8 23.Rel Re7 
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I’ve seen Ulf win these endings with 
mind-numbing frequency. The rest is a 
shock. 

24.h4 Qd8 25.Kh2 Qe7 26.Rc2 Kfs 
27.Nd2 Nf6 28.Bxb7 Rxc2 29.Qxc2 Qxb7 
30.Nf3 Kg8 31.Ne5 Nd7 32.Qc6 Qxc6 
33.Nxc6 a6 34.Kg2 Kf8 35.b4 bS 36.Kf3 
Nb6 37.Ke4 f6 38.Kd4 Nd7 39.b5 Kf/ 
40.Nd8 + Ke7 41.Nb7 f5 42.Nc5 Nb8 43.e4 
fxe4 44.Kxe4 Kd6 45.f4 Ke7 46.24 Kf6 
47.Kd4 Nc6+ 48.Kc3 Nb8 49.Ne4+ Ke7 
50.Kd4 Nd7 51.25 Kf7 52.Nc5 Nb8 53.Ke5 
Nc6+ 54.Kd6 Nd4 55.Nxa6 hxg5 56.fxg5 
Nc2 57.Nc7 Nxa3 58.Kc5 e5 59.Nxb5 Nc2 
60.Nc3 Ke6 61.b5 Nd4 62.b6 Kd7 63.Kd5 
Nc6 64.Ne4 1-0 


GUREVICH VS GULKO 


Like many of these matches, this one 
could have gone either way. The first 
game was a hard-fought draw. The 
second game was a see-saw battle in 
which Gurevich started with an inferior 
position, quickly received a large plus 
only to do everything wrong and go down 
in flames. Unlike classical chess in which 
having White seems to be like having the 
serve in tennis, in rapid chess the Black 
pieces certainly win their share of games. 


SL 5.1 Slav Defense D18 


GM Mikhail Gurevich 
GM Boris Gulko 


Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.Nf3 dxc4 
5.a4 Bf5 6.e3 e6 7.Bxc4 Bb4 8.0-O Nbd7 
9.Qe2 Bg6 10.e4!? 

Awhile ago this pawn sac was all the 
rage, but Slav players have found several 
antidotes. At rapid chess speed it seems 
like a good gamble. 

10...Bxc3_ 11.bxc3 Nxe4 12.Ba3 Qc7 
13.Qe3 O-O-O 14.a5 Rhe8 15.Rfcl Kb8 
16.Nh4 Nd6 17.Bf1 e5 18.Nxg6 hxg6 
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A difficult position to evaluate. For his 
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pawn deficit White has the two Bishops 
and an open position. Black has a solid 
position and good central play. Who to 
prefer? 

19.Qf3 £6 20.Rcb1 Ka8 21.Rd1 g5!? 

Very optimistic. I like 21...a6 intending 
...Nd6-b5, keeping the queenside bottled 
up. But Boris is intent on going for 
White’s King. 

22.a6 b6 23.Bd3? 

White is going nowhere in a hurry. 
Perhaps 23.23 and a future fianchetto was 
in order here, with an unclear game. 

23...Kb8 24.Bg6 Rh8 25.h3 Rhd4! 
26.Qd3 e4 27.Qc2 g4 

Black has seized control of the game. 
It looks like lights out but. . . 

28.Bxd6 Qxd6 29.Qxe4 Rdh8 30.Bf3! 

A fine defensive resource that allows 
White to fight on. 

30...gxh3 31.Qe6 Qxe6 32.Bxe6 Ke7 
33.Bxh3 £5? 

The start of Black’s unraveling. After 
33...Re4 and ...Rhe8, Black has a pull due 
to the vulnerable a6-pawn. Now Black 
starts on aseries of mistakes as he pursues 
a phantom kingside attack. 

34.f3 RfS 35.Rel Kd6 36.Ra2 Rh6 
37.Rae2 Rff6 38.Re7 96 39.Kf2 Rh8 
40.Re7 

Around these parts it’s a good question 
as to what Boris was up to. He’s now 
busted. 

40...b5 41.Ree7 Rd8 42.Kg3 c5 43.Kf4! 
exd4 44.cxd4 b4 45.Kg5 Re6 

An unfortunate necessity. After 
45...63 46.Rxd7 + Rxd7 47.Rxd7 + Kxd7 
48.Kxf6 b2 49.Kxg6 b1=Q S0.Bxf5+ is 
just in time. 

46.Rxe6+ Kxe6 47.Rxg6+ Kd5 
48.Bxf5 Nb6 





49.Rg7? 

Missing the simple 49.Rxb6 axb6 50.a7, 
winning at once. 

49...b3 $0.Rxa7 Rg8 + 51.Kf4 Rf8! 
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Oops. Panic-time. The b-pawn 
criminal is threatening to escape. 

52.Re7 b2 53.Re1 Kxd4 

Okay. White is still winning but the 
clock has become a factor. White should 
let his g-pawn bolt up the board. Now 
comes cheapo time. 

54.a7 Ra8 55.Re4+ Ke3 56.Re3 + Kb4 
57.Re6 Nd5 + 58.Ke5 Ne3 59.Rb6+ Kc3 
60.Be4?? Nc4+ 

“I$%@ ~ #$@ ~ $@$” — Gurevich 

61.KfS Nxb6 62.Bxa8 Nxa8 63.24 
biQ+ 64.Kf4 Qci+ 65.Ke4 Qa3 66.¢5 
Qxa7 67.26 0-1 


ANAND VS PORTISCH 


One of the pre-tournament favorites 
as “Vishy” Anand. Vishy is a near 
legend for his speed of play. He has got- 
ten a near-2700 Elo rating while playing 
regular tournaments at Rapid chess 
speed. He was expected to go far in Brus- 
sels. Though he won this match, he was 
less then convincing. 


ST 40.2 Paulsen Sicilian B48 
GM Viswathanand Anand 
GM Lajos Portisch 
Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.Nc3 a6 4.d4 cxd4 
5.Nxd4 Qc7 6.Bd3 Nc6 7.Be3 Nf6 8.0-O 
Bd6!? 

I must admit to havng a liking for this 
move myself. Such bizarre moves need all 
the encouragement they can get. 

9.h3 Bh2 + !? 


An interesting question. Doesn’t 


White like to play Kg1-h1 of his own voli- 
tion in open Sicilians? 

10.Kh1 Bf4 11.Qcl1 Bxe3 12.Qxe3 Qb6 
13.NfS Qxe3 14.Nxe3 b5 15.a4 b4 16.Ne2 
Rb8 17.f4 d6 18.a5 Ke7 





Black has emerged with a reasonable 
position. In particular the c5-square 
beckons a Black Knight. 
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19.Rfd1 Rd8 20.Ng3 Bb7 21.Rel Kfs 
22.Kg1 g6 23.Ra4? Nd7 24.Raal Nc5 
25.Bfl h5 26.Nc4 Nd4 

Black has taken over the game. The 
question of Black’s clock was the deter- 
mining factor for the final result. 

27.Rad1 Nxc2 28.Re2 h4 29.Nh1 b3 
30.Rxd6 Nxe4 31.Rb6 Bd5 32.Rxb8 Rxb8 
33.Nb6 Rd8 34.Nxd5 exd5 35.Nf2 Nd4 
36.Re3 Ng3 37.Rd3 NgfS 38.Nd1 Rc8 
39.Rc3 Re8 40.Kf2 Re6 41.Rc5 Rd6 
42.Nc3 Ne7 43.Rc7 Ne6 44.Rb7 d4 45.Ne4 
Rc6 46.Rxb3 Nxf4? 47.Kf3 Ne6 48.Rb6 f5 
49.Nd2 Nce7 50.Nb3 Rc2 51.Nxd4 Rd2 
52.Rb8+ Kg7 53.Rb7 Rxd4 54.Rxc7 Kf6 
55.Bxa6 Rb4 56.Rb7 Ra4 57.Rb5 g5 
58.Bb7 Ng6 59.a6 NeS+ 60.Ke2 g4 
61.bxg4 fxg4 62.b4 Ra2+ 63.Kd1 Ne4 
64.Rc5 Ne3 + 65.Kel g3 66.Ra5 1-0 


BELIAVSKY VS 
CHRISTIANSEN 


A tremendous fight that does both 
players proud. Big Al took game one in 
fine style. In game two Larry was trying 
his best to mix it up, but things looked bad 
after Beliavsky sacrificed a piece. It 
Ss ou ave een enoug orte 
draw,but Beliavsky went astray. In the 
five-minute games Larry’s nerves gave 
way and Big Al cruised to victory. 


CA 1.2 Catalan D30 


GM Alexander Beliavsky 
GM Larry Christiansen 


Brussels Rapid (1) 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.23 Bb4+ 4.Bd2 a5 
5.Bg2 d6 6.Nf3 Nbd7 7.0-0 e5 8.Bc3 O-O 
9.dxe5 Bxc3 10.Nxc3 dxe5 11.Qc2 Qe7 
*2.R “1 N° *3.N°° N-"d 14.cxas 4 
15.Nd4 Bd7 16.b3 b6 17.a3 Qe5 18.Qc4 
Rfd8 19.b4 axb4 20.axb4 Nb7 21.Nc6 Bxc6 
22.Qxc6 Ra7 


— 
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A fine sham sacrifice to open the position. 


August 3, 1992 





23...Nxd6 24.Bxe4 g6 25.Rd2 Re8 
26.Bd5 Kg7 27.e4 Nxe4 

A dangerous pawn to accept. Larry 
doesn’t like backing down but discretion 
might have been in order. 

28.Re2 f5 29. Qd4+ 30.Kg2 Nf6 
31.Rxe8 Nxe8 32.Qd7+ Kh6 33.Qxe8 
Qxd5 34.Qf8+ KhS 35.Qe7 Ra2+? 
36.Kh3 Kh6 37.Qf8 + Kg5 38.Qe7 + Kh6 
39.Qf8+ Kg5 40.Qg7 f4 41.Qe7+ Kh6 
42.Qf8+ Kh5 43.Qxf4 g5 44.Qf6 Qxf3 
45.Qxf3 + 1-0 


- QP 7.4 Trompowsky A45 


GM Larry Christiansen 
GM Alexander Beliavsky 


Brussels Rapid (2) 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.Bg5 Ne4 3.h4 d5 4.Nd2 BFS 
5.Nxe4 Bxe4 6.8 h6 7.Bf4 Bh7 8.e3 e6 
9.Bd3 Bxd3 10.Qxd3 c5 11.Ne2 Ne6 12.c3 
exd4 13.cxd4? 

Not the best way to mix things up. 

13...Bd6 14.24? Bxf4 15.Nxf4 Qb6 
16.Rh2 0-O-O 17.Rel1 Kb8 18.Rc5 g5! 
19.hxgS hxgS 20.Nh5 e5! 21.Kdl1 e4 
22.fxe4 dxe4 23.Qb5 Nxd4 





A fine sacrifice. White’s offside hS- 
Knight and exposed King makes things 
grim. 

24.exd4 Rxd4+ 25.Rd2 Rxd2+ 
26.Kxd2 Rd8+ 27.Kc2 Qd6 28.Kb1 a6 
29.Qc4 Qd1 + 30.Qc1 QOxg4 31.Rxg5 Qe2 
32.Nf4 Qf3 33.Rg1! e3 34.Rfl Qe4+ 
35.Qc2 

White has done very well to stay in the 
game having had played a series of only 
moves. Now Black misses 35...Qxc2 + 
36.Kxc2 Rd2+ 37.Kc3 Rf2 38.Re1 Rxf4 
39.Rxe3 with the sunny side of a draw. 
This would’ve won the match on the spot. 
Instead Black goes down to defeat. 

35...Qb4? 36.a3 Qb5 37.Rcl Rd-+ 
“8.°c7 Ka7 9." xf7e? 0. e6 “a” 
41.Qe3 Qdl 42.Nxe2 Qd3+ 43.Qxd3 
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Rxd3 44.Rc7 Kb8 45.Rh7 Ka8 46.Nc3 Kb8 
47.Kc2 Rd4 48.a4 Ka7 49.Re7 Kb8 50.Re4 
Rd8 51.b4 Ka7 52.Re6 Kb8 53.b5 axb5 
54.Nxb5 Rh8 55.Kb3 Rh3 + 56.Kb4 Rh8 
57.KaS Rg8 58.Kb6 Rc8 59.Rh6 Ka8 
60.Rg6 Kb8 61.Nd4 Ka8 62.Rd6 Kb8 
63.Ne6 Ka8 64.Rd8 Rxd8 65.Nxd8 1-0 


OP 9.2 Barcza System A07 


GM Larry Christiansen 
GM Alexander Beliavsky 


Brussels 5’ (3), 1992 


1.Nf3 Nf6 2.g3 d5 3.Bg2 c6 4.0-0O Bgd 
5.d3 Nbd7 6.Nbd2 e5 7.e4 dxe4 8.dxe4 Bc5 
9.h3 Bh5 10.Qel O-O 11.Nh4 Re8 12.Nf5 
Bg6 13.g4 Nf$ 14.Nb3 Bb6 15.Kh1 Ne6 
16.Be3 Qc7 17.Rdi1 Rad8 18.Qe2 Nf4 
19.Bxf4 exf4 20.Rxd8 Rxd8 21.c3 Qe5 
22.Nbd4 h5 23.3 hxg4 24.hxg4 BxfS 
25.Nxf5 g6 26.Nd4 Kg7 27.Bh3 Bxd4 
28.cxd4 Rxd4 29.Rel Nh7 30.Kgl1 Ng5 
31.Bg2 Qc5 32.Qf2 Qd6 33.e5 Qd5 34.Re2 
Rd1+ 35.Kh2 b6 36.b4 c5 37.bxcS bxc5 
38.Re2 c4 39.Qe2 Qd3 40.QR c3 41.6 
Nxe6 42.a4 Rd2 43.Rxd2 cxd2 44.Bfl Qc2 
45.Be2 d1Q 46.Bxd1 Qxf2 + 0-1 


SOKOLOV VS 
CHANDLER 


Murray is a fine player but he just 
wasn’t born for Rapid chess. A time 
trouble addict, Murray didn’t disappoint 
the spectators hoping for a blitz finish. 


TD Tarrasch Defense D32 


GM Ivan Sokolov 
GM Murray Chandler 


Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.Nf3c52. 4N 63.Nc3 Nf6 4.e3 e6 5.d4 
d5 6.a3 a6 7.dxc5 Bxc5 8.b4 Be7 9.Bb2 
O-O 10.cxd5 Nxd5 11.Nxd5 exd5 12.Be2 
Bf6 13.Qd2 Bf5 14.0-O Be4 15.Racl Bxb2 
16. _xb2 _e7 17.Rfd1 Rad8 18.Qd2 Rd6 


a a 
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Inside 


News 


Short Reports from Around the World 








man of Southfield, ier won the 
1992 U.S. Junior Championship, which 
was held at Illinois Wesleyan University, 
June 17-26. 

Eight of the top USCF-rated juniors 
under the age of 20 took part in a Round- 
Robin sponsored by the USCF and the 
American Chess Foundation which con- 
tributed $2,000 to prize fund and tourna- 
ment expenses. | 

Tim Just of Illinois served as tourna- 
ment director; Garrett Scott was the local 
organizer. The ten-day Maurice Irvin 
Chess Festival also included the Midwest 
Cadet Championship, a junior chess 
camp, and the second annual Maurice 
Irvin Open. 

Tsemekhman finished second in this com- 
petition last year. He won the 1992 USS. 
Junior Open, earning a spot in this year’s 
invitational championship. As a result of his 
victory, Vadim will represent the United 
States in the World Junior Championship 
which is going to be held in Bariloche, Ar- 
gentina, October 14-31. He will also be 
seeded into the 1993 U.S. Championship. 

Results: 1.Vadim Tsemekhman 5.5/7; 

-. tansav arer, ors reman. ; 
4.Alexander Sidelnikov 4.0; 5. Jesse Krai 
3.5; 6.Sergey Iskotz 3; 7. Joshua Waitzkin 
2.5; 8.Yury Zaderman 0.5. 

The Maurice Irvin Open was won by 
USCF President Max Dlugy who scored 
4.5/5.0 to take the $1,000 first prize. GM 
Dmitry Gurevich was clear second with 
four points, winning $500. 

In the Midwest Cadet Action Cham- 
pionship, Sura Sandip was awarded the 
Champion’s trophy on tie-break over 
Aares Larcon, Each conped 4-1, In the 
Under-12 section of the same tournament 
Forrest Cox (4-1) won on tie-break over 
Eric Strand and Michael Mosher. 

Courtesy of the USCF and Garrett Scott 
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The cecead. “Raul Sosa parts 
Memorial was held recently in Paraguay’s 
capital and drew sufficient talent to make 
it a Category 8 event in which GM Gilber- 
to Milos of Brazil finished 1.5 points 
ahead of his competitors. In second place 
was Chilean GM Morovic. Somewhat of 
a surprise was the strong showing of Ar- 
gentine FM Playa who tied for third 
place, a half-point behind Morovic. 

Results: 1.GM Milos (BRA) 7.5; 2.GM 
Morovic (CHD) 6.0; 3-4.FM Playa (ARG), 
GM Franco (PAR) 5.5; 5.IM Soppe 
(ARG) 5.0; 6-7.IMs Rubinetti (ARG), 
Salazar (CHI), 4.0; 8.IM Valiente (PAR) 
3.5; 9.Patriarca (PAR) 2.5; 10. FM Brito 
(ESP) 1.5. 
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The National saad ‘held ne 5. 7 in 
Las Vegas, drew 876 players this year. 
There was a five-way tie for first at 5.5-0.5. 
Winning $2,300 each were: GMs John 
Fedorowicz and Grigory Kaidanov, IMs 
Ilya Gurevich and Igor Ivanov, and SM 
Joe Bradford of Texas. The GMs and 
IMs involved in the tie for first all won five 
straight and drew quickly in the last 
round. Bradford drew in the first round 
and then went on a winning streak, 
defeating GM Max Dlugy in the final 
round. 

The National Open returned to the 
gambling Mecca this year after drawing a 
disappointing 630 players in Chicago in 
1991. This year’s total of 876 was a big 
improvement but fell short of the record 
1,115 drawn to Las Vegas in 1990. Legen- 
dary GM Viktor Kortchnoi was to have 
pla'~u, but uau to unu*rvo ~y~ surgery 
and missed the event. Kortchnoi has 
promised to play in next year’s National 
Open scheduled for Las Vegas in June of 
1993. 
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Aas cacpore won inthe" “Communidad 
de Madrid” held in the latter part of May. 
The former World Champion clearly 
wanted to demonstrate that his loss to Nigel 
Short in their Candidates semi-final match 
did not reflect his true playing strength, and 
he succeeded by finishing a full two points 
ahead of the field. 

1.Karpov GM (RUS 2775) 7.5; 2-3.Pol- 
gar J. GM (HUN 2550), Epishin GM 
(RUS 2620) 5.5; 4-6.Yudasin GM (RUS 
2580), Romero IM (ESP 2490), Salov GM 
(RUS 2665) 4.5; 7-8.San Segundo IM 
(ESP 2415), Polgar Zsu.GM (HUN 2530) 
3.5; 9-10.Granda GM (PER 2615), 
Magem IM (ESP 2515) 3.0. 


KP 4.2 CenterGame C22 
IM Romero Holmes 
GM Anatoly Karpov 
Madrid 1992 


1.e4 e5 2.d4 exd43.Qxd4 Nc6 4.Qe3 Nf6 
5.Nc3 Bb4 6.Bd2 O-0 7.0-0O-O Re8 8.Bc4 
d6 9.f3 Na5 10.Bb3 Nxb3+ 11.axb3 a5 
12.Qf2 Bd7 13.Nge2 a4 14.bxa4 Bxad 
15.Nb1 Bc5 16.Be3 b6 17.Bd4 Bd7 18.g4 
RaS5 19.Nf4 Bc6 20.Rhgi Nd7 21.Nh5 g6 
22.Qd2 Bxd4 23.Qxd4 an 





24.gxh5+ Kf8 25.Qg7+ Ke7 26.Rg5 
Qa8 27.b4 Rxg5 28.Qxg5+ £6 29.Qe7+ 
Kd8 30.Qxh7 Qa2 31.Qh6 Kc8 32.Qf4 
Rh8 33.h6 Qg8 34.Rd3 Qg5 0-1 


Issue 15 


aoe a ssia eo 


i) 
sestatatetatetetetetatstets 


This j is eae to ie Mikhail Tal’s ig 
chess event. He scored a win over Kasparov. 

Russian _ Blitz hampionshi 
1.Kasparov 11.5/14; 2.Bareev 10.5; 3.Tal 
7.5; 4-5.Smyslov, Dolmatov_ 6.0; 
6.Vyzhmanavin 5.5; 7-8.Beliavsky, Av- 
rukh (14 years old) 4.5. 


eee Hungary 
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“IM Philipp Schlosser recently won the 
Schach-Oskar 1991 award for Game of 
the Year in his game against Istvan Csom 
(Budapest 1990). Schlosser has also now 
made his final GM-norm at the Elekes- 
Tournament in Budapest, June 1-11. 
Four-time German team champion with 
Bundesliga of Bayern Munchen, 
Schlosser is 23 years old and the 23rd GM 
under the German flag. 

Here is his remarkable game against I. 
Csom. 


EO 39.8 English A30 


IM Philipp Schlosser 
GM Istvan Csom 


Budapest 1990 


1.c4 c5 2.23 Nf6 3.Bg2 e6 4.Nf3 Be7 
5.0-0 0-0 6.d4 cxd4 7.Nxd4 a6 8.b3 d6 
9.Bb2 Qc7 10.Nc3 Nbd7 11.Rc1 Rd8 12.¢3 
Nf8 13.Qe2 Bd7 14.f4 h6 15.24 Ng6 16.¢5 
hxg5 17.fxg5 Nh7 





18.Nd5 Qc5 19.b4 Qa7 20.Qh5 Bxg5 
21.Rxf7? NeS 22.Refl exd5 23.Rxg7+ 
Kxg7 24.Rf7+ Nxf7 25.Ne6+ 1-0 

Editor’s Note: We apologize for the 
misspelling of Mr. Schlosser’s name in 
Issue 10, p. 16 (it is Schlosser, not 
"Schossler"). Fortunately, however, be- 
cause of that misspelling we received the 
above information and remarkable game 


August 3, 1992 


courtesy of Herbert Huber of Wasserburg, 
slick 
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The American Chess Foundation an- 
nounces that a one-time-only prize of 
$1,500 called the Albaugh Prize will be 
awarded to the winner of the 1992 US. 
Men’s Chess Championship, provided 
that the victor 1s clear first. Ifa tie for first 
occurs in 1992, the prize will carry over 
until such time that a clear win is scored. 

Well-known chess columnist Ed AIl- 
baugh is celebrating 20 years of writing 
chess columns. He began as a chess colum- 
nist for the Washington Star us 1972 aud his 
columns now appear in the Washington 
Times and the Baltimore Sun. The Albaugh 
Prize is an expression of Ed’s desire to “give 
something back to the folks who have en- 
riched my columns and articles.” 





stetetereterererererer 
atatatetatetaaresats 
Nevetatetatetatetatete seetess 
statetetetatatetatete?, 

atata rete 


sierra 


Hermanas, ‘Spain 
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The 4th tournament in Hermanas, 
some seven mes out 0° evile, reac e~ 
the level of FIDE Cat. 11. Two guests 
from the former Soviet Union, GMs 
Yudasin and Akopian, clearly dominated 
the field. Spanish IM De la Villa had a 
good tournament but he missed the GM 
norm by half-a-point. The event excelled 
on the publicity side, the regional papers 
devoting lots of space to the coverage, but 
local TV has been very active too. 
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1.GM Yudasin (RUS) 7.0; 2.GM 
Akopian (ARM) 6.0; 3-4.GM Campora 
(ARG), IM De la Villa (ESP) 5.5; 5.GM 
Cramling P. (SVE) 5.0; 6-7.GM Oll 
(EST), Bellon (ESP) 4.0; 8.GM Hodgson 
(ENG) 3.5; 9.Talavera (ESP) 2.5; 10. 
Montecatine (ESP) 2.0. 
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The second open tournament in Brus- 
sels to be sponsored by ABN AMRO & 
Wang Chess Masters became an oc- 
casion of triumph for Jacob. Murrey of 
_ran__an_ sa. as_rprsngys_r_ngp_r- 
formance by Richard Polaczek of Bel- 
gium. In atoug contest t e ast rounds 
Were decisiv., as GM Ral. Lau of Ger- 
many found out. After an excellent start 
of 7.5 from 8, his finish of 0.5 from the last 
three games was only enough for a 
medium success. GM Mikhail Gurevich, 
who played for Belgium at Manila, was 
busy at a Munic> tournament. Up> bir 
return he gave a simul on 25 boards, in 
which he permitted only two draws, win- 
nin~ the rest. 

1-2.GM Murrey (FRA), IM Polaczek 
(BEL) 9.0; 3-6.GM Chernin (RUS), GM 
Bronstein (RUS), GM Flear G. (ENG), 
GM Cifuentes (CHI) 8.5; 7-15.GM Lau 
(GER), GM Giek (RUS), IM Martin A. 
(ENG), IM Tschuchelov (RUS), Barsov 
(RUS), GM Ree (NLD), IM Roeder 
(GER), IM Lane (ENG), IM Carlier 
(NLD) 8.0; etc. 7 
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Chess Set Collectors Meet in Paris 


Grandmaster Averbakh Addresses Group 


By Dr. B. F. Levene 
B elieve it or not, there is a small world 


of chess lovers some of whom do not 

even know how to play the game. 
They are the Collectors. From 
Grandmasters to the most inexperienced 
woodpushers, they are bonded by their 
common love of chess sets. They also 
collect books, posters, stamps, ties, scar- 
ves, pins, postcards, advertisements. 
Anything with a chess theme, even scenes 
from movies. 

Eight years ago four collectors of chess 
sets from the USA, England and Switzer- 
land organized a meeting in Florida and 
Chess Collectors International (CCI) was 
begun. Since then biennial meetings have 
been held in London, Munich, New York, 
and in May of this year, Paris. 

It has been usual for the museums in 

the host city to display the sets in their 
collections. In 1990 the Metropolitan 
Museum of Art in New York mounted a 
beautiful show that remained 
on view until early this year. 
In Paris the Bibliotheque Na- 
tional assembled its sets 
which included the famous 
Charlemagne Pieces. 

About 90 members of CCI 
met for a champagne recep- 
tion to view this set and to 
hear Grandmaster Yuri 
Averbakh discuss the pieces 
and make some guesses on 
their early history. The as- 
sociation with the name of 
Charlemagne was an error 
(perhaps the brain-child of a 
medieval PR man) since 
these chessmen could not 
have come to France before 
the 12th century. It is 
thought that they were 
carved in Southern Italy in 
the late 11th century and are 
recorded in the treasury of 
the Abbey of St. Denis in the 
late 13th century. Averbakh, 
whose research is not limited 
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to chess endings, presented an intriguing 
conjecture on the Byzantine influence on 
these pieces and even suggested which 
kings they represented. 

As is usual, a day of the convention was 
devoted to giving papers usually well il- 
lustrated by slides. United States Chess 
Federation Vice-President Frank 
Camaratta, the leading expert on Jaques 
chess sets, spoke of ivory Staunton sets, 
particularly those made by that company, 
and of the strange “carton pierre” boxes 
in which they came. From small differen- 
ces in the pieces and the box labels he can 
date the origin of a set within a few years. 

Dr. Thomas Thomsen, the newly- 
elected president of CCI, showed beauti- 
ful slides of sets from 18th century France 
and compared them to German army 
uniforms suggesting an origin different 
from what is commonly accepted. 

Dr. George Dean, who first conceived 
the idea of CCI and implemented it in 
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Report on the Fifth Biennial 
Convention:of:Chess 
Collectors: International 





Paris May 21-24, 1992 


1986, explained the psychological aspects 
of collecting. His Freudian interpreta- 
tion was presented with such light humor 
that nobody seemed too distressed at the 
revelations. 

Other speakers from England, USA, 
Italy, Russia, France, Japan, and Spain 
filled out a day and a half of lectures. 
There was an exhibition of French chess 
sets from the collections of three of the 
members, and a sale of antique sets from 
a French collection, as well as modern 
porcelain from Germany. 

Grandmaster Lothar Schmid gra- 

ciously obliged with a simul- 
taneous exhibition as he has 
in the past. He is one of our 
most distinguished mem- 
bers, having not only a fine 
collection of sets but as is 
well known, the largest of 
private book collections, 

Social life included a 
delightful dinner on the 
“Bateau Mouche” gliding up 
and down the Seine, and a 
visit to the Flea Market 
where one member spotted a 
chess set and got to it first. 
The conference ended at 
lunch at Chez Louisette, an 
old landmark in the Flea 
Market. 

The next international 
meeting is planned for St. 
Petersburg in 1994. 


For information on CCI, 
write to: Floyd Sarisohn, 
8 Walther Ct., Commack 
NY 11725. i 
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Games by Azmaiparashvili, Kasparov, Rozentalis, Kramnik, Mikhail Gurevich, and Van Wely 


Annotated Games from the Olympiad 


The following games were originally 
commented upon in “Informant-style” 
notes. These were translated and ex- 
panded upon by GM Lubomir Ftacnik and 
edited by Correspondence GM Jonathan 


Berry. 


Based on notes by 
GM Zurab Azmaiparashvili 


QO 8.4 QGDTartakover DS58 
GM Zurab Azmaiparashvili 
GM Nigel Short 
Manila ol (8) 1992 


1.44 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.Nf3 Be7 
5.Bg5 O-O 6.e3 h6 7.Bh4 b6 8.Be2 Bb7 
9.Bxf6 Bxf6 10.cxd5 exd5 11.b4 c5 12.bxc5 
bxc5 13.Rb1 Qa5 14.Qd2 cxd4 15.Nxd4 
Bxd4 16.exd4 Ba6 17.Nb5 Qd8 18.0-O 
Nc6 
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19.a4N 

The first independent move. Compare 
19.Rfd1 Qf6 20.Bfl Rab8 21.a4 Rfc8 
22.Rb3 with small advantage for White 
from Karpov-Short, Linares m 1992. 

19...Qf6 

A possible improvement might be 
19...Qg5!? 

20.Rfd1 
Qg5?! 

The position is better for White, but 
after this move Black will have a 
miserable ending. Quite tricky would be 
22...6?! when White may choose be- 
tween: 


1: 23.O0xh6? BxbS 24.Rf3!? Bxe2 
August 3, 1992 


Rfd8 21.Rb3 Rac8 22.h3! 





GM Zurab Azmaiparashvili 





25.Rxf6 Bxd1 26.Rf4 Re8! 27.f3! (Black is 
little better after 27.Rh4? Re1+ 28.Kh2 
BhS 29.Qg5 Ne7! 30.Rxh5 Reel 31.Qg4 f5 
32.0g5 f4!) 27...Ne7! (the key defensive 
move, since both 27...Re1 + ? 28.Kf2 Re2 + 
29.Kf1 winning, as well as 27...Bxf3 28.gxf3! 
are insufficient) 28.Rh4 {6 29.Qh8+ Kf7 
30.Rh7+ Ke6 31.Qg7 and the position is 
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only unclear at best; correct is 

li: 23.R£3!? Qg7 24.Rc3 BxbS 25.BxbS 
Ne7 26.Rxc8 Nxc8 27.Qa5 Qf6 28.Qc7 
Qd6 29.Rcl with a clear-cut advantage. 

23.Qxg5 hxg5 24.Rg3! {6 25.Be4 Rb8 
26.Rc3 Rb6?! 

The weakness of the light squares in 
Black’s defense is crucial, but much more 


-19- 


stubborn is 26...Bxb5 27.axb5 Na5 28.Ral 
Nc4 (or 28...RxbS 29.Be2 Nc4 30.Rxc4 
dxc4 31.Bxc4+ Rdd5 32.Rxa7 Kf8 
33.Bxd5 Rxd5 34.Ra4 with a promising 
ending for White) 29.Be6 + Kh7 30.Bxd5 
Rxd5 31.Rxc4, since with four Rooks on 
the board an extra pawn can be converted 
into a win only with great effort. 
27.Rc5 Bxb5 28.axb5 NaS 





29.Re1! Kf8 30.Bh5! Rbb8 31.Rc7 Rb7 


32.Ree7 Rxc7 33.Rxc7 Nb3 

White would also win after 33...Rb8, 
but precision is required: 34.Rf7+ Kg8 
35.Rxa7 Rxb5 36.Be8! Rb1 + 37.Kh2 Nc4 
38.Bf7 + and the d5-pawn goes. 

34.Rf7+ Kg8 35.Rxa7 Rb8 36.Bg6 
Nxd4 37.b6 Nc6 

Short understands that misplacing the 
Knight with 37...Kf8 38.Rf7 + Kg8 39.Rc7 
NbS 40.Rd7 Kf8 41.b7 would be hopeless. 

38.Rc7 Nd8 39.Rd7 Kf8 40.Rxd5 Ke7 
41.Rb5 Nb7 

The King gets no access after 41...Kd6 
42.Be4. 

42.Bh5! Nd6 43.Rb4! Kd7 44.Bf3 26 

Black cannot afford to let the Knight 
be removed from the board: 44...Nc8? 
45.Bg4+ wins for White. 

45.Kh2 Nc8 46.b7 Nd6 47.h4! 

A little trick, since 47.Kg3 Nf5+ 
48.Kg4 Nh6+ leads nowhere. 

47...gxh4 48.Rxh4 Nxb7 49.Rh7+ Kc8 
50.Rf7 Nd6 

Since 50...f5 51.Rxb7 enables White’s 
King to penetrate in the pawn endgame. 

51.Rxf6 Kd7 52.Bg4+ Ke7 53.Rxg6 
Rb2 54.f3 1-0 


Based on notes by GM Garry Kasparov 


EO 38.1 English A35 


_.- ~a__y__a_pa__. 
GM Vassily Ivanchuk 


Manila ol (8) 1992 
1.Nf c5 2.c4 Nc6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.23 d6 
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5.Bg2 g6 6.d4 cxd4 7.Nxd4 Bd7 8.e4 

Surprisingly, after 8.Nxc6 Black might 
choose 8...bxc6! with good counterplay. 

8...Bg7 9.Nxc6 Bxc6 

This time 9...bxc6 would provoke 10.c5 
dxc5 11.e5 Ng4 12.f4!, but not 12.c6 Bxe6 
13.Bxc6+ Bd7 as Black gets good 
counterplay for the Exchange. 

10.Be3! 

A usefu: accuracy that h-'p~ p--v-n‘* 
problems after 10.0-O?! Nd7!, when 
Black can toy with the idea of 11...Bxc3!? 

10...0-O 

Modesty at the right time. The am- 
bitious 10...Nd7 11.Rce1 NcS 12.0-O! 
Bxc3 13.Rxc3 Bxe4 14.Bxe4 Nxe4 15.0d4 
Nf6 16.Bh6 would win a pawn, but 
White’s compensation is more than suf- 
ficient. Equally inappropriate seems 
10...Nxe4 11.Nxe4 f5 12.Nxd6+ OQxd6 


13.Qxd6 exd6 14.Bxc6+ bxc6 
15.0-O-O with clear advanta e for the 
champion. 

11.0-0 a5 


A standard feature of such positions. 
The alternative 11...Nd7 12.Rc1 Qa5 
13.a3 is also slightly better for White. 

12.Rel1 a4 13.Qe2 

One of the main ways to change the 
balance of the position is 13.c5, but at this 
moment it would lead only to unclear play 
after 13...dxcS 14.e5 (Even less can be 
gained with 14.BxcS Nd7 15.Ba3 Re8) 
14...Qxd1 15.Rfxd1 Ng4 16.BxcS Nxe5 
17.Bxe7 Rfe8. 

13...Qa5 14,.Rfd1 Rfc8?! 

The illustrative line 14...Nd7 15.Nd5 
Bxd5 16.cxd5 Rfc8 17.Rxc8+ Rxc8 
18.Bh3 Rc7 19.Bxd7 Rxd7 20.Rc1! shows 
that it is not so simple to find equality, 
since 20...Rc7 21.Rxc7 Qxc7 22.QbS5 1s 
much better for White. 
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15.c5! Ne8! 


Black defends very well. White 
dominates after 15...dxc5 16.e5 Ne8& 
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17.Nd5 Bxd5 18.Rxd5; and the tactical 
battle starting with 15...a3 16.cxd6 axb2 
17.Qxb2 Nxe4 18.Bxe4 Bxe4 19.d7 Rxc3 
20.Rxc3 Bxc3 21.Qxc3! Oxc3 22.d8 = Q + 
Rxd8 23.Rxd8 + Kg7 24.Bd4 + also gives 
White every chance for success. 

16.cxd6 Nxd6 17.Nd5 Bxd5 18.Rxd5 
Rxcl + 

Pieces must go, otherwise Black slides 
i t t bl ft 18...0b4 19.5 
Nc4 20.Rd4! 

19.Bxcl Qc7 20.Bf4 Qc4! 21.Qxc4 

Not exactly a desirable swap, but 
21.Qd2 Nxe4 22.Rd8 + Bf8 23.Bxe4 Rxd8 
24.Qxd8 QOxe4 25.Bh6 Qel+ 26.Kg2 
Qe4+ would mean draw by repetition. 

21...Nxc4 22.b3 axb3 

Back rank problems would give White 
chances for a powerful buildup in case of 
22...Na5 23.bxa4 Nc6 24.Bfl! Rxa4 25.Bb5 
Ra8 26.a4. 

Se 

Black cannot escape with 23...e5 
24.Bg5 h6 25.Bd8!, but 23...c6! was 
probably the toughest test. 

24.b4 

The Bishop would gladly activate after 
24.Rb5 Bd4! 

24...Nc6 25.b5 Nd4 26.Bfl h5 27.Kg2 
Ne2 28.Bd2! e6 29.Rc5! Nd4 30.Be3 bé6 
31.Rc7 Ral 

Kicking the Rook cannot solve the 
problem of central square control: 
31...Be5 32.Rd7! 

32.Rc8 + Kh7 33.Rc7 Kg8 34.Rc4 Rdl 

In mild time trouble Kasparov repeats 
moves. Black could not play 34...e5 since 
after 35.Rc8+ Kh7 36.Rc7 the f7-pawn 
falls. 

35.Rc8 + Kh7 36.Rd8 BeS 37.h3?! 

A small slip in the heat of the fight. The 
most exact 37.h4 Kg7 38.Bc4 Bf6 (or 
38...Kf6 39.Rd7 and Black doesn’t have a 
move) 39.Rd7 Kf8 40.Rd6 would have 
won without problems. 

37...Kg7 38.Bc4 Kf6? 

Black’s last chance was 38...Bf6 39.Rd7 
Kf8 40.Rd6 BeS 41.Rxb6 Nc2 with 
counterplay due to the threat 42...Ne1 +! 

39.Rd7 g5 

Black’s King cannot return since 
39...Kg7 40.Bxe6! wins. 

40.Be2 

Having loosened Black’s kingside 
str-ct"re, Write wins without f-rt*er 
problems. 

40...Nxe2 41.Rxd1 Nc3 42.Rd8 Nxe4 
43.Bxb6 Nc3 44.Rg8 Nxb5 45.Bd8+ 1-0 
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Based on notes by 
GM Eduard Rozentalis 


RG 2.1.9 Petroff Defense C43 


GM Vassily Ivanchuk 
GM Eduard Rozentalis 


Manila ol (10) 1992 


1.e4 eS 2.Nf3 Nf6 3.d4 Nxe4 4.Bd3.d5 
5.Nxe5 Nd7 6.Nxd7 Bxd7 7.0-O Qh4 8.c4 
0-0-0 9.c5 26 

This idea is relatively new; previously 
9..25 was played in order to speed up 
counterplay on the kingside. 

10.Nc3 Bg7 11.Ne2 N 

A new move, even though 11.¢3 Of6 
12.Be3 BfS 13.Nb5!? was successful in 
Anand-Hubner, Dortmund 1992. 

11...Rhe8 12.24?! 

Dubious in light of Black’s powerful 
idea. The modest 12.Be3 had to be 
preferred. 

12...Ng5 

Reveals the idea behind 9...g6. The 
Knight can be transferred to the excellent 
post e6 whence it attacks d4. 

13.Ra3 h6! 14.Be2? 

A mistake that Ivanchuk acknow- 
ledged in the postmortem. This time 
14.Be3 was plain ne es ary. 
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14...Rxe2!! 

An imnrress.v ,:0S.t.0ual s2°..fir . 
White’s d4-pawn will fall and Black’s 
Bishops will be powerful. 

15.Qxe2 Ne6 16.Qd1 

White would suffer also after 16.Be3 
Nxd4 17.Qd1 Nxc2 18.Qxc2 Ob4. 

16...Nxd4 17.Bb1 Bg4 18.f3 BS 

White’s c5-pawn is weak and the a3- 
Rook remains out of play. 

19.Be3 Bxb1 20.Bf2 

White must not allow 20.Qxb1 Ne2 + 
21.Khi Ng3+. 

20...Qf4 21.Qxb1 Nc6! 22.Rd1 

White is desperate as he cannot solve 
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all his positional problems. The active 
22.b4 Qxb4 23.Rb3 OQxa4 24.Rxb7 Bc3! 
leaves Black fully in control. 

22...a5! 23.Qd3 Qc! 

A nasty surprise, since after the Queen 
trade White faces a lost ending. 

24.Rd2 

Trying to avoid the hopeless 24.Qxc4 
dxc4 25.Rxd8+ Kxd8 26.Bel Bxb2 
27.Re3 Bdé4. 

24...Nb4 25.Qf1 h5 

Preparing a possible ...Bh6. 

26.g3 Qxfl+ 27.Kxfl d4 28.Ke2 Rd5 
29.h3 Rxc5 30.g¢4 

The placement of White’s Rooks is 
most unfortunate after 30.Bxd4 Bxd4 
31.Rxd4 Nc2 with a winning endgame for 
Black. 

30...Re5+ 31.Kd1 cS 32.Re2 Rxe2 
33.Kxe2 c4 0-1 

A smashing victory for GM Rozentalis. 


Based on notes by 
GM Vladimir Kramnik 


SL 7.1 Anti-Meran Gambit D44 
IM Loek van Wely 
GM Vladimir Kramnik 
Manila ol (3) 1992 


1.d © dS2.Nf3 c63.c4 Nf6 . ce 5.Bg™ 


“xc” 6.e° bS “.a Bb 8e h’ 9.7h4 g™ 
10.exf6 gpxh4 11.Ne5 Nd7! N 
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An interesting novelty in comparison 
to the usual 11...Qxf6 12.Be?2. 

12.Qh5 

The sacrifice of the Knight 12.Nxf7? 
Kot7 13.0h5+ Kxf6 leads nowhere and 
Black should win. The modest 12.Be2 is 
too slow: 12...Nxe5 13.dxe5 Qc7 14.0d4 
b4! 15.Ne4 c5 16.Qxc4 O-O-O and the 
threat ...Rd4 gives Black a clear edge. A 
serious alternative is 12.axb5!? cxbS 
13.Nxb5 Bb4+ 14.Nc3 Nxe5 15.dxe5 Ob6 
with chances for both sides. 

12...Qxf6 13.Nxd7 
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At least forcing Black’s King into the 
center. There was no time for 13.axb5 
Nxe5 14.dxe5 Og5 15.Qf3 (Black 1s clearly 
on top after 15.Qxg5 hxg5 16.Bxc4 Bg7) 
15...0xe5 + 16.Be2 Qc7; the simple ...Bg7 
and ...O-O will put Black in excellent 
shape. 

13...Kxd7 14.axb5 cxbS 

Curiously, in this sharp position Black 
has at least two other moves that deserve 
serious attention: 14...h3!?; and 
14...Rg8!? 

15.Qxb5 + Bc6 16.Qxc4 Bd6 17.Ra6 

Black is slightly better also after 
17.Nb5 QOf4! (naturally not 17...BxbS? 
18.Qxb5+ Ke7 19.Qb7+ and White 
would triumph) 18.Nxd6 Qxd6, so White 
hopes to succeed by direct attack. 

17...Rhc8 18.Rxc6! Rxc6 19.Qa4 Qg5 

The only good defensive move. 

20.Bb5 

Black is on top after modest 20.Bd3 
Qc1+ 21.Nd1 Rb8! 22.Be4 Rb4 
23.Bxc6+ Oxc6 24.Qxa7 + Rb7 and the 
advantage in development plays a great 
role. 

20...Qxg2! 

Nothing is clear after 20...Qc1+ 
21.Nd1. 
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21.d5! 

To c*uduue u~ attack is che oly C“r- 
rut choice. Th meek 21.Rf1 26! 22.d5 
axb5 23.Qxa8 (or 23.dxc6+ Qxc6) 
23...exd5 fails to impress. 

21...Qxh1 + 22.Ke2 Kd8! 

This phase of the game leaves a great 
impression. Black chooses the best 
retreat, since after 22...Ke7 23.Qxh4+ {6 
24.024! (better than 24.Qxh6 Rf8!) 
24...Kf8! 25.026! Rxc3 26.Qxf6+ Kg8 
27.Qg6+ a draw would be the natural 
outcome. 

23.Bxc6 Rb8 24.Nb5 

White must protect against his 
opponent’s activity. The naive 24.Qxa7 
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Rxb2 + 25.Kd3 Of1+ leads to a disaster, 
but 24.b3 Qxh2 25.Qxa7 Bc7 26.Ne4 exd5 
would not fare much better. 

24...exd5! 25.Qa5 + 

White had two choices of a heroic way 
to go under: 

i: 25.QOxa7 Qe4+ 26.Kf1 Qd3 + 27.Kg1 
Qd1+ 28.Kg2 h3+ 29.Kxh3 Of3 + 
30.Kh4 Be7 +; or 

ii: 25.Nxd6 Rxb2+ with the poor King 
hunted close to his home base. 

25...Ke7 26.Qxa7 + Kf8 27.Qe3 

The alternative 27.0d4 would be met 
in cool blood with 27...Qxh2. 

27...Kg8! 

_- Accurate. The immediate 27...0e4 
28.QOxe4 dxe4 29.Nxd6 Rxb2+ 30.Ke3 
Rb6 31.Nxf7 Rxc6 32.Ne5 would require 
long efforts to convert the Exchange into 
a full point. 

28.h3 Bf8 29.Qf4 Qe4+ 30.Qxe4 dxe4 

Now the verdict is clear, but White still 
hopes fo resist. 

31.Ke3 Rb6 32.Bd7 Rf6 33.b3 BcS+ 
34.Kxe4 Rxf2 35.Kd5 Bb4 36.Nd4 Kg7 
37.Kc4 Rf4 38.Kd5 Kf6 39.Bc8 Rfl 40.Bg4 
Bc3 41.Nf3 Kg6! 42.Nxh4 + Kg5 43.Nf3 + 
Kf4 44.Nh4 Rf2 45.Bc8 Kg5 0-1 


Based on notes by 
GM Mikhail Gurevich 


rR17.2.1 "re-ch Tarrasch COS 
GM Leonid Yurtaev 
GM Mikhail Gurevich 
Manila ol (9) 1992 


1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nd2 Nf6 4.e5 Nfd7 
5.Bd3 c5 6.c3 Nc6 7.Ndf3 Qa5!? 8.Bd2 

Black gets counterplay after 8.Kf1 b6 
9.Ne2 Ba6. 

8...Qb6!? 

Riskier than 8...cxd4 9.cxd4 Bb4 
10.Ne2 Bxd2 + 11.Qxd2 Qxd2 + 12.Kxd2 
when White enjoys a slight plus without 
anyconc 1. 

9.Ne2 c4 

The other way to accept the pawn 
sacrifice would be 9...Qxb2!? 10.0-O 
(White could also contemplate 10.c4!?) 
10...c4 11.Bc2 Qa3 12.Nf4 g6 and the posi- 
tion is double-edged. 

10.Bc2 Qxb2 11.Ng5! h6!? 

Black has embarked on a risky path 
with his 8th move and now must make 
every move precise. The cautious 
11...Be7 12.Nxh7 g6 13.Ng5 offers White 
a chance to mount pressure with h4, g4, 
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12.Rb1 Qxa2!? 

Each move requires a little more 
courage. 12...Qa3?! 13.Nxf7! Kxf7 14.Nf4 
g5? 15.0h5+ Ke7 16.Ng6+ was inad- 
visable. 

13.Nxf7! 

More precise than 13.Nxe6 fxe6 14.Nf4 
Nb6, since with ...Kd8-Kc7 the King 
would slip out of trouble. 

13...Kxf7 14.Nf4 g5!? 

Daring, but 14...Nb6 15.Ral Qb2 
16.Rb1 would mean repetition, since 
16...Qa3? 17.0hS + Kg8 18.Ng6 loses for 
Black. 

15.Nxe6 

White had two other tempting alterna- 
tives. 

i: 15.Q9h5+ Ke7 16.Nxd5+ (better 
than 16.Ng¢6+ Kd8 17.Nxh8 Qxc2 and 
Black is clearly on top) 16...Kd8! (accept- 
ing the gift 16...exd5?! 17.Bxg5 +! hxg5 
18.Qxg5+ gives White too much power 
in the attack) 17.Ne3 (Black is on top 
after 17.Bxg5+ hxg5 18.0xg5+ Ne7) 
17...Nb6 18.0g6 Be7 leads to an interest- 
ing, but highly unclear position. 

ii: The Knight jump 15.Nxd5! is trick- 
ier, since 15...Ndxe5 16.Nc7! (unclear is 
16.Qh5+ Kg7) 16...Nd3+ 17.Bxd3 cxd3 
18.Nxa8 Bd6 19.0-O b6 20.f4 promises 
White a strong initiative. Black’s best ts 
15...exd5 with unclear consequences. 
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15...Ndxe5! 

White’s attack is unpleasant after 
15...Kxe6 16.0g4+ Ke7 17.Bxg5+ hxg5 
18.QxgS +. 

16.dxe5?! 

Even worse would be 16.Nxf8? Nd3 + 
17.Bxd3 cxd3 18.Q0f3+ Kg7 and the 
Knight on f8 is trapped. In comparison, 
the best move 16.Nc7 Nd3 +!? (White’s 
attacking chances after 16...Bg4 17.f3 Rc8 
18.fxg4 Rxc7 19.0-O + should not be un- 
derestimated) 17.Bxd3 cxd3 18.Nxa8 Bd6 
was unclear. 
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16...Kxe6! 

The main idea behind this surprising 
move is the retreat ...Ke6-d7-c7. The tac- 
tical justification is that 16...Bxe6 
17.0-O!? (Black’s King slips away after 
17.Qh5+ Ke7 18.Rxb7 + Kd8 19.Bxg5 + 
Kc8) 17...b6 18.f4 promises White the 
desired attack. 

17.0-O Kd7! 

The seemingly active 17...Bc5?! was 
wrong as 18.0g4+ (not to mention 
repetition after 18.Ral Qb2 19.Rb1) 
18...Ke7 19.Bxg5 +! gives White a strong 
attack. 

18.Ral 

White has several ways to generate 
threats. One alternative was 18.f4!? Kc7 
19.fxg5 Be6 20.Rf6 Re8 21.gxh6 with sub- 
stantial counterplay. 

18...Qb2 19.Ba4 Ke7 20.e6 

Better than 20.Qe2 BES 21.c6 Bd6 
when Black has succeeded in covering all 
the vital diagonals. 

20...Bg7! 

The best move. Two alternatives had 
serious flaws: 

i: 20...Bxe6? 21.Qe2 (with Bf4+ in 
mind) 21...Bd6 22.Rfb1 Bg4 23.QOxg4 
Qxd2 24.Rxb7+! Kxb7 25.Qd7+ and 
White’s attack decides. 

ii: Similarly, 20...Bd6? 21.Qe2 Qb6 
22.Rfb1 Qc5 23.Rb5S leaves White smil- 
ing. 

21.Rel 

Since 21.Qe2 Bxc3 was no longer good. 

21...Re8!? 

Bringing in the reserves. White enjoys 
lots of active play after 21...Bxc3 22.Bxc3 
Qxc3 23.Qxd5 Rd8 24.Qf5. 

22.Re2 Bxc3! 23.Rb1 

After 23.Bf4 +?! gxf4 24.Rxb2 Black’s 
Queen would die heroically: 24...Bxb2 
25.Rb1 c3 26.Qxd5 Bxe6 and Black’s 
pieces are stronger. 

av Qat 74.Bxc6 

A similar fate awaits White after 
24.Re3 Qxa4! 25.Qxa4 Bxd2 26.Re2 c3 
and the c3-pawn decides. 

24...bxc6 

There is no need to expose Black’s 
King any more with 24...Kxc6?! 25.Re3 
d4? 26.013 +. 

25.Re3 d4 26.Bxc3 dxc3 

Greed would be badly punished: 
26...dxe3?? 27.Be5+. 

27.Qd4 Qdé! 

The triumph of a careful defense. 
White can still fight strongly after 
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27...Bxe6 28.Qe5+ Kc8 29.Rxc3 Qe7 
30.Re3. 

28.Qxc3 Rxe6 29.Qa5+ Kd7 30.Q85 
Kd8! 

The King has done some travelling in 
this game, but now the proper retreat 
decides. 

31.Rxe6 Bxe6 32.Qf6+ Ke7 33.Qxh6 
Rd8 34.h4 gxh4 35.Qg7+ Bd7 36.Qg5 c5 
37.Qxh4 Bc6 

The excitement is over, Black wins. 

38.Qxc4? Qg6 39.Qf4+ Rd6 0-1 


Based on notes by 
IM Loek Van Wely 


KI 3.3 King’s Indian Defense E98 
GM Christopher Lutz 
IM Loek Van Wely 
Manila ol (4) 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.e4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 
5.Nf83 O-O 6.Be2 e5 7.0-O Nc6 8.d5 Ne7 
9.Nel Nd7 10.Bd2 fS 11.Rc1 Kh8 12.Nd3 
Nf6 13.f3 c5 14.Rb1 f4 15.b4 b6 16.bxc5 
bxc5 





17.23 

After this move it will be the typical 
King’s Indian story. White could have 
tried 17.g4 h5 18.g5 (of course not 18.h3 
Nh7 since Black has a clear-cut and un- 
pleasant plan ...Bf6-Bh4-Bg3, ...Qh4, 
...Ng5, ...Rf7-Rh7) 18...Nh7, but ...Nxg5! 
would loom strongly. 

17...25 18.24 h5 19.h3 Rf7 20.Nf2 BES 
21.Qa4 hxg4 22.hxg4 Ng6 23.Rb2 Bd7 
24.Qa6 Bc8 

A viable alternative was to leave the 
Queen on a6 and proceed with the 
kingside plan 24...Rh7!? 

25.Qa3 Rh7 26.Rib1 Bd7 27.Rb7 Qe7 
28.Bfl Rh4 29.Bh3? 

In fact the decisive mistake. White’s 
best seems to have been 29.Nb5S! with the 
idea Nc7-Ne6. 

29...Qh7 30.Kh2 
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IM Loek Van Wely: Holland’s newest star 


Suddenly White has to dance very 
carefully; 30.Kg2 Rxh3 31.Nxh3 Nh4+ 
32.Kf2 Nxf3 would spell a violent end. 

30...Be7 31.Rb8+ Rxb8 32.Rxb8+ 
Kg7 33.Ne2 

The Knight is needed in defense. The 
active 33.Nb5 fails to 33...Rxh3 + 34.Nxh3 
Qhé4 with 35...Qg3 + in mind. 

33...Rxh3 + ! 34.Nxh3 Nh4 35.Rb7 





35...Nxe4 +! 36.Kel 
INSIDE CHESS 


White has to admit that the spirited 
attack is successful. 36.fxg4 Qxe4 37.Rxd7 
allows mate by 37...Qg2. 


36...Nf6 37.Kf2 g4! 
39.Ne6+ Bxe6 40.dxe6 


The choice was not appetizing; 
40.Rxe7 + Bf7 loses just as well. 


40...23 +! 41.Kfl 


White could have tried to resist with 
41.Nxg3 fxg3+ 42.Kxg3, but his reward 
would be 42...Nxe4+! 43.fxe4 Qg6+ 
44.Kf2 Qg2 + 45.Kel Nf3 + 46.Kd1 OQxd2 
mate! 


41...Nxf3! 42.Rxe7+ Kg6 43.Nxf4+ 
exf4 44.Rg7 + 


White is simply desperate, since the 
natural 44.Bxf4 Qh1+ 45.Ke2 Qel+ 
46.Kd3 (46.Kxf3 Qf2 is mate!) 
46...0xe4 + 47.Kc3 Oxf4 loses as well. 


44...Kxg7 45.Qxa7+ Kg8 46.Qf7+ 
Qxf7 47.exf7 + Kxf7 48.Bxf4 Ne5S 49.Bxg3 
Nxe4 0-1 a 
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38.Ng5 Qh5 


Studies Featuring the Eccentric Chevaliers of Chess 





Return of the Cavalry 


by IM Jonathan Levitt 


Ws: you aware that a Knight and 
Queen complement each other 
so well that a piece with their 
combined powers placed in the center of 
a 5x5 chessboard controls every square on 
that board? The Queen does two-thirds 
Rie yok, ie eb iO 
Th. Knight has a justly | Ss . ved 
reputation as a tricky customer. If ever 
you get into time trouble, beware your 
opponent’s cavalry! Just how dangerous 
they are is illustrated by the following 
examples of harmonious horseplay. 


[J 
The first is a study by Kordkov. 
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White to play and win. 

Throughout the solution Black must 
not allow White to Queen with check. 
Notice too that Black threatens 
1...c1=N+!2.Kal Bd4 mate. 

1.Nf4+ Kh6 

Forced, otherwise 2.d8=Q+. 

2.g8=N+! Kh7 3.Ngf6+ Kh6 

Of course, 3...Kh8 4.Nxg6 mate. 

4.Nxg4+ Kh7 5.Neg6+ Kg7 6.Ne6+ 
Kf7 7.d8=N+ Ke7 8.c8=N mate! 

An awesome composition. I suspect 
poor Kordkov lost a fair amount of sleep 
working on that one. For the benefit of 
your own subconscious, the final position 
clearly deserves a diagram of its own. 
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ur second composition stems from 
Petroff and is known as the 1812 
Position. The Black King represents 
Napoleon in this “retreat from Moscow.” 
It seems the composer did not spend all 


his time working on sterile equalizing 
continuations for Black against 1.e4. 
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White to play and win. 


The solution is fairly straightforward. 
The White cavalry successfully hounds 
the Black King into the Valley of Death. 

1.Ng5+ Kg8 2.Nh6+ Kf8 3.Nh7+ 
Ke7 4.Ng8+ Kd7 5.Nf8+ Kc8 6.Ne7 + 
Kb8 7.Nd7+ Ka7 8.Nc8+ Ka6 9.Nb8 + 
Kb5 10.Na7 + Kb4 11.Na6+ Ka3 12.Nb5 
mate. 

Boldly they rode, and well! 
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ee final position we shall consider is 
very famous, although the composer 
remains anonymous. The entire Black 
army is troubled by a_ recurring 
Knightmare. . . 


INSIDE CHESS 


Can White stave off defeat? 
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White to play and draw. 

1.Ng4+ Ke7 

If 1...Kg6, then 2.Ne5+ will repeat the 
postion. 

2.Nf5 + Kd73.Ne5 + Kc8 4.Ne7 + Kb8 
5.Nd7+ Ka7 6.Nc8+ Ka6 7.Nb8+ Kb5 
8.Na7 + Kb4 9.Na6+ Kce3 10.Nb5+ Kd3 
11.Nb4+ Ke2 12.Nc3 + Kf2 

Of course not 12...Ke1, because 
13.Nd3 is mate. 

13.Nd3 + Kg3 14.Ne4+ Kg4 15.Ne5+ 
Kf5 16.Ng3 + Kf6 

Deja vu? A remarkable construc- 
tion. @ 
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RAPID CHE 


(Continued from page 13) 

It was at this point that Murray lost the 
game. He went into a deep 15-minute 
think which means one thing: if the attack 
doesn’t work, you lose. Since no 
sacrifices were uncorked. .. 

19.Nd4 Nxd4? 

This means a slow and certain death. 

20.Qxd4 Rfd8 21.Rc3 h6 22.f3 Bg6 
23.Rd2 R6d7 24.Bd1 Rc7 25.Bb3 Rxc3 
26.Qxc3 Qg5 27.Rd4 Rd6 28.Qd2 Qe7 
29.e4 a5 30.Bxd5 Rb6 31.f4 axb4 32.axb4 
Ra6 33.h3 Qh4 34.Rd3 b5 35.Kh2 Qe7 
36.Qc3 Ra4 37.f5 Bh5 38.Rg3 Qf8 39.f6 26 
40.e5 Rxb4 41.e6 fxe6 42.Bxe6+ Kh8 
43.Qe5 25 44.Rc3 1-0 


KAMSKY VS 
AZMAIPARASHVILI 


A strange match indeed. The first 
game was a quiet draw. In the second, 
Gata showed his inexperience by falling 
for a well-known trick. Thereafter he 
showed his greatest strength as a player, 
his tenacity and fighting spirit. Gata 
continued to put pressure on his op- 
ponent and eventually reversed a sure 
loss. 


PU3.2 Pirc Defense B08 
GM Gata Kamsky 
GM Zurab Azmaiparashvili 
Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.e4 d6 2.d4 Nf6 3.Nc3 26 4.Nf3 Bg7 
5.Be2 0-0 6.0-O0 Bed 

While the major move here, this is a 
little unusual for Azmai. He’s been 
making a living from the 6...c6 lines. 

7.h3 Bxf3 8.Bxf3 Nc6 9.Ne2! Nd7 10.c3 
e5 11.Rb1!? a5 12.Be3 a4 13.Qd3?! 

White should fianchetto at once. 

13...Kh8 14.23? exd4 15.cxd4 NdeS5! 
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Oops. 


In Kamsky’s defense I can 
August 3, 1992 





only say that he joins a very long list of 
people who have been victimized by this 
trap. 

16.dxe5 Nxe5S 17.Qb5 Nxf3+ 18.Kg2 
Ne5 19.Rfd1 b6? 

Black loses a lot of flexibility with this 
move. After 19...Qc8 and a quick ...c7-c6, 
...b7-bS White is in trouble. In this line 
the push ...f7-f5 is also strong. Black’s 
mishandling of the queenside leads him 
astray. 

20.Rbc1 RaS? 21.Qb4 Nd7? 22.Bd4 
Nc5S 23.Bxg7+ Kxg7 24.Nf4 Qe8 25.f3 
Rb5 26.Qd2 Qe5 27.Re2 f5 28.exf5 Qxf5 
29.Qd4+ Qf6 30.Re2! 

Surprisingly, in a pawn down ending, 
White has his best chances. Black’s 
problem is the brittle nature of his 
queenside structure. The game ts heat- 
ing up. 

30...Qxd4 31.Rxd4 Rf? 32.h4! Ra5 
33.h5 Ra8 34.Rd5! Rg8 35.hxg6 hxg6 
36.Re3 Kf6 37.Rd4 Regf8 38.b4! 

After this move, White’s compensation 
is complete. Black now has a series of 
difficult threats to meet. 

38...axb3 39.axb3 g5 40.Nd5+ Kg6 
41.b4 Nb7 42.Rg4 Nd8 43.f4 Rf5 44.Ne7 + 
KhS 45.Kh3 Rb5 

Admitting defeat. Azmai had missed 
that his intended 45...gxf4 46.Rh4+ Kg5 
47.exf4 + Rxf4 48.Rg3 + Kf6is undone by 
49.Nd5+ winning. Now Black’s King is 
in a convenient mating net. 

46.fxg5 Rfl 

Mates abound: 46...Rxg5? 47.Rh4# or 
46...Nf7 47.Rh4+ Kxg5 48.Re6 threaten- 
ing Re6-g6 mate is tough to meet. 

47.26 Rh1 + 48.Kg2 Kxg4 49.Kxh1 Rg5 
50.Kg2 Kh5 51.Kf3 Kh6 52.Kf4 Rb5 
53.Re4 Kg7 54.24 Kf6? 

Overlooking everything. It’s still not to 
late to try 54...Re5 (54...d5 55.ReS 
Rxb4 =56.Kg5 is good for Whi‘e.) 
55.Rxe5 dxeS5 + 56.Kxe5 b5 with kicking 
chances. 

55.Kg3 c5 56.g5+ Kg7 57.Rh4 Ne6 
58.Rh7+ Kf8 59.NfS cxb4 60.Rh8 mate 
1-0 


BAREEV VS 
KORTCHNOI! 


When Viktor was upended in the first 
game with White, the task of coming back 
in the second game proved immpossible. 
Evgeny smothered all play in game wo o 
pick up a nice rout. 


INSIDE CHESS 


EO 64.2 Rett All 


GM Viktor Kortchnoi 


GM Evgeny Bareev 
Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.c4 Nf6 2.g3 c6 3.Qa4!? 

While the youth of today are memoriz- 
ing their theoretical lines, Viktor con- 
tinues to show the creativity that allowed 
him to fight for World Championships. 

3...26 4.Bg2 Bg7 5.e4 O-O 6.Ne2 e5 
7.Nbc3 d6 8.0-O Na6 

Black has played very sensibly. Instead 
of clinging stubbornly to playing ...d7-d5, 
he has played to take advantage of 
White’s awkwardly placed Queen. 

9.b4 Be6 10.d3 Qd7 11.Rb1 Bh3 
12.Ba3? 


Viktor is trying to blast his way through 
on the queenside which will soon be 
frozen. Sensible was 12.f3 intending Bc1- 
e3 with rough equality. 

12...Ne7! 13.b5 c5 14.Bcl Bxg2 15.Kxg2 
Nh5 16.Qd1 f5 17.b6? 


This only ensures that when the queen- 
side is opened it will be to Black’s ad- 
vantage. It was time to seize the defensive 
with f2-f3. 

17...Ne6 18.Nd5 f4 19.f3 Nf6 20.Qb3 
Ng5 21.Ng1 Nxd5 22.cxd5 axb6 

Black now has pawn and attack. The 
rest is a massacre. 

23.a3 Ra6 24.gxf4 exf4 25.h4 Nf7 

“Bx ~e7 7.Bg ~ a8 8.a eS 9." 
Ng4 30.Rfel Rxa4 31.Qxb6 Ra2 + 32.KB 
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32..Nh2+ 33.Bxh2 Qxh4 34.Re2 
Qh5 + 35.Kg3 Rxe2 36.Nxe2 Qxe2 37.Qb5 
Qe3+ 38.Kg4 Bf6 39.Bg3 Qe2+ 40.Kh3 
QhS+ 41.Kg2 Ra2+ 42.B2 Qg4+ 
43.Kfi 0-1 


SPEELMAN VS 
DEFIRMIAN 


A very disappointing match to witness. 
Nicky is one of my favorite players. Back 
in 1990 he achieved a breakthrough by 
qualifying for the World Cup in Moscow. 
Regrettably, the World Cup was canceled 
and this was his consolation tournament. 
Instead of three world class tournaments, 
Nick got a weekend in Brussels. Worse 
still, since he has joined the banking 
profession for employment, we see less 
and less of Nick on the circuit. 

The players split the first two games, 
but Jonathan dominated the five-minute 
match. 


-26- 


NI 13.9 Nimzo-Indian E44 


GM Jonathan Speelman 
GM Nick deFirmian 


Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e3 b6 
5.Nge2 Ne4 6.a3 Qh4! 7.Ng3 Bxc3+ 
8.bxc3 Bb7 9.Bd3 f5 10.0-O O-O 11.Qel1 
Nc6 12.f3 Nd6 13.Rb1 Ba6 

Black has emerged from the opening 
with a very nice plus. 

14.Qe2 NaS 15.c5 Bxd3 16.Qxd3 bxc5 
woes Qs 20d... 22: 

Effectively ending the game. Black is 
winning but at this point Black goes into 
backup and is effectively outplayed. 

19.Qxc4 Nxc4 20.Rb7 Rfc8 21.Rd1 
Rab8 22.Rxb8 Rxb8 23.Rxd7 Rb1 24.Ne2 
N6e5 25.Rd8+ Kf7 26.Kf2 Ke7 27.Rd4 
Nb2 28.Bxb2 Rxb2 29.h3 Ra2 30.f4 Nd7 
31.c6 Nc5 32.¢4 Rxa3 33.gxf5 exf5 34.Rd5 
Ne4+ 35.Kf3 Nd6 36.Nd4 Rxc3 
37.Nxf5 + NxfS 38.Rxf5 Rxc6 39.Ra5 a6 
40.h4 g6 41.h5 gxh5 42.Rxh5 h6 43.e4 Rb6 
44.Ra5 Kd6 45.eS+ Ke6 46.Kg4 hS+ 
47.Kg5 h4 48.f5+ Ke7 49.Ra4 h3 50.Rh4 
Rb3 51.Rh7 + Kd8 52.e6 Re3 53.Kf6 Kc8 
54.Rh8 + Kb7 55.e7 1-0 

Nick bounced back with a strange win 
in a very long Queen ending. But the 
five-minute games were onesided. 


VO8 Larsen’s AOl 


GM Jonathan Speelman 
GM Nick deFirmian 


Brussels 5’ (3), 1992 


1.b3 c5 2.Bb2 Nc6 3.e3 d6 4.Nf3 e5 5.d4 
cxd4 6.exd4 e4 7.Nfd2 d5 8.Be2 f5 9.c4 Nf6 
10.Nc3 Be6 11.0-O0 Nxd4? 12.Nxd5 
Nxe2+ 13.Qxe2 Nxd5 14.cxd5 Qxd5 
15.Rfd1 Qd3 16.Qh5+ g6 17.Qh4 Be7 
18.Bf6 gS 19.Qxg5 Rg8 20.QhS+ Rg6é 
21.Bxe7 Kxe7 22.Nc4 Qf3 23.Qxh7+ Bf7 
24.Rd7+ Kxd7 25.Qxf7+ Kc8 26.Qxg6 
Qd3 27.Qe8 + Kce7 28.Qxa8 1-0 


ADAMS VS NUNN 


I was amazed that the good doctor sur- 
vived game one. In the second game 
White had an early opening edge with the 
game drifting towards a draw, when he 
played a howler that cost the match. 


SI 38.1 Sicilian Sveshnikov B33 


GM Michael Adams 
GM John Nunn 
Brussels Rapid (1), 1992 


1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 
INSIDE CHESS 


5.Nc3 Nc6 6.Ndb5 d6 7.Bf4 e5 8.Bg5 a6 
9.Bxf6 gxf6 10.Na3 b5 11.Nd5 Bg7 12.c3 
Ne7 13.Nxe7 Qxe7 14.Nc2 f5 15.exf5 O-O 
16.Ne3 Bb7 17.Be2 Rad8 18.Nd5 Qg5 
19.h4! 

Unfamiliar with latest Sveshnikov 
theory I can only say this move gives me a 
warm tingly feeling. Black is busted. 

19...Qh6 20.Rh3?! 

Why not seize the chance to play 20.24! 
f6 21.Rh3 when Black’s game is as hor- 
rible as it looks? 

20...Kh8 21.Kf1 ~4 22.-4? 

White is allowing himself to be dis- 
tracted. He should aim to attack on the 
kingside. 

22...b4 23.Nxb4 d5 24.Nc2 d4 25.cxd4 
Qf4 

Now that Black is three pawns down he 
has his best position so far in the game! 

26.Qc1 QxfS 27.Qe3 Qe6 28.Kgl f5 
29.Qf4 Bh6 30.Qc7 Rd7 31.Qc3 Bg7 
32.Bce4 Qd6 33.Qa3 Qf6 34.Rel f4 35.d5 
Re8 36.h5 

Clearly, in the preceding six or seven 
moves a great reversal has taken place. 
White is now worse. 

36...Bxd5 37.Bxd5 Rxd5 38.h6 Bxhé 
39.Qc3 Bg7 40.Qxf6 Bxf6 41.Rb3 Rd2 
42.Na3 Bd4 43.Rf3 exf3 44.Rxe8+ Kg7 
45.pxf3 Rxf2 46.Re4 Be3 47.Nc4 RxB+ 
48.Nxe3 fxe3 49.b4 Kg6 50.Kg2 Rf2+ 
51.Kg3 Rb2 52.Rxe3 Kf5 53.Rf3+ Kg5 
54.b5 axb5 55.axb5 Rxb5 56.Kh3 h5 
57.Rg3 + Draw 


CK 4.1 Caro-Kann Advance B12 


GM John Nunn 
GM Michael Adams 


Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 BES 4.Nf3 e6 5.Be2 
Nd7 6.0-O Ne7 7.Nh4 Qb6 8.c3 c5 9.Nxf5 
NxfS 10.Bd3 g6 11.Re1 Nb8!? 12.Bxf5 gxfS 
13.c4! 

A well-timed shot to seize the initia- 
tive, a hallmark of Nunn’s style. 

13...dxc4 14.d5 Nd7 15.Na3 O-O-O 
16.Bg5 Re8 17.Nxc4 Qa6 18.Rcl Rg8 

White’s position has all the ingredients 
for a scorching victory amd it is to his 
credit that Mikey grimly hangs on. 

19.Bf4 Nb6 20.dxe6 Rxe6 21.Nd6+ 
Bxd6 22.exd6 Nd7! 23.Qh5 Qxa2 24.Qxf5 
b6 25.Qxh7 Rge8 26.Rxe6? 

Due to the positions of the Kings. It 
was better to keep the extra pair of Rooks 
and play for the attack. 

26...Qxe6 27.h4 Qf6 28.Bg5 Qe6 
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29.Qxg6 fxg6 30.Rc3 Re6 31.Be7 a5! 

The ending has become very murky. 

32.g4 Ne5 33.Rg3 Kd7 34.f4 Nc4 35.f5 
gxfS 36.gxf5 Re4 37.f6 Nxd6 38.Rd3 Rd4 
39.Bxd6 Kxd6 40.Rf3 Rg4+ 41.Kf2 Rg8 
42.Ke3 Ke6 43.f7 Rf8 44.Ke4 a4 45.h5 b5 
46.Rf5 Rxf7 47.Rxc5 Rb7 48.Kd4 Kf6 
49.h6 Kg6 50.Rc6+ Kh7 51.Kc5 b4 
52.Ra6 a3 | 

The fateful moment. 

53.bxa3?? 

Losing. After 53.b3 the game is drawn. 

53...b3 54.Re6 b2 55.Rel Rc7 + !! 

The beautiful point. White’s King is 
forced to the d-file losing a crucial tempo. 

56.Kd4 Rel 57.Re7+ Kxh6 58.Rb7 
b1Q 59.Rxb1 Rxbl 60.Kc5 Ral 61.Kb4 
Kg6 62.a4 Kf6 63.Kb5 Ke7 64.a5 Kd7 
65.Kb6 Rb1 + 66.Ka7 Kc6 67.a6 Ral 0-1 


SHORT VS RIBLI 


Game two decided the match. A hard 
fought first game ended in a draw, Nigel 
having the better chances. The second 
game was all but over, with Ribli having a 
colossal advantage when he decided to 
mark time. Short seized the initiative 
and the match. 
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SL 1.7 Slav Di2 
GM Zoltan Ribli 
GM Nigle Short 
Brussels Rapid (2), 1992 


1.Nf3 d5 2.d4 Bf5 3.c4 e6 4.Nc3 c6 5.Bf4 
Bd6 6.Bxd6 Qxd6 7.Qb3 Qe7 8.g3 Nf6 
9.Bg2 O-O 10.0-0 a5 11.Rfcl Qb4? 

This endgame decision doesn’t work 
out well. 

12.c5 Nbd7 13.Na4! Qxb3 14.axb3 Rfe8 
15.Ra3 Be4 16.Rcal Bxf3 17.Bxf3 e5 18.3 
exd4 19.exd4 Ne4 
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20.Bg4? 
The start of a complete unraveling. 


INSIDE CHESS 


After the indicated 20.Nc3 by White, 
Black must shed a pawn and the game. 

20...Ndf6 21.Nb6? Rad8 22.Bdl g6 
23.Rxa5 Kg7 

Black now has a fair measure of com- 
pensation as the b6-Knight is completely 
misplaced. 

24.Kg2 Ng5! 

Well played. The Knight is pretty on 
the e4-square but does nothing. The d4- 
pawn is the target. 

25.h4? Ne6 26.R1a4? Re7 27.BE3 h6 
28.Ra7? g5 29.hxgS hxgS 30.Rb4? g4 
31.Bd1 Ng5 32.Ral Rel 33.Rba4 Rh8 

White has given Black his every as- 
sisstance to reach this position. Thank 
you. 

34.Bxg4 Rxal 35.Rxal Nxg4 36.Ra7 
Rh2+ 37.Kfl Rxf2+ 38.Kel Nf3+ 
39.Kd1 0-1 F 


C] 


The conclusion of Yasser’s report on 
the SWIFT RAPID C._ESS CHAL- 
LENGE will be featured in the next issue 
of Inside Chess. 
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JULY 1992 FIDE RATING LIST 


Top 100 men 


1. Kasparov ........ GM RUS........ 2790 
2. lvanchuk ......... GM UKR........ 2720 


3. Karpov ............ GM RUG........ 2715 
4. Shirov ............. GM LAT......... 2710 
5. Anand ............. GM IND......... 2690 
6. Gelfand ........... GM BES......... 2685 
7. Short ............... GM ENG....... 2680 
8. Bareev ............ GM RUG......... 2670 
9. Timman ........... GM NLD........ 2655 
10. Salov ............. GM RUS........ 2655 
11. Kamsky ......... GM USA........ 2655 


12. Yusupov ........ GM RUG........ 2640 
13. Polugaevsky .GM RUS........ 2640 
14. Yudasin ......... GM RUG........ 2635 
15. Khalifman ...... GM RUS........ 2635 


16. Ehlvest ........... GM EST ........ 2635 
17. Hansen C. ..... GM DEN ....... 2635 
18. Epishin .......... GM RUG........ 2630 
19. Hubner .......... GM GER ....... 2630 
20. Gurevich M. ...GM BEL........ 2625 
21. Piket ........000... GM NLD........ 2625 
22. Lobron ........... GM GER ....... 2625 


23. Christiansen ..GM USA........ 2625 
24. Kramnik ......... GM RUG........ 2625 
25. Nikolic Pr. ...... GM BH2Z........ 2625 
26. Sokolov I. ...... GM BH2Z........ 2625 
27. Dautov ........... GM RUG........ 2625 
28. Agdestein ...... GM NOR........ 2620 
29. Azmaip’vili .....GM GEO........ 2620 
30. Vaganian ....... GM ARM ....... 2615 
31. Yermolinsky ..GM USA........ 2615 
32. Dorfman ........ GM FRA........ 2610 


33. Adams ........... GMENG....... 2610 
34. Gulko ............. GM USA........ 2610 
35. Ribli. ............... GM HUN....... 2610 


36. Dolmatov ....... GM RUG........ 2610 
37. Georgiev Kir. .GM BLG........ 2610 
38. Sokolov A. ..... GM RUG........ 2605 
39. Seirawan ....... GM USA........ 2605 
40. Mecking ......... GM BRG........ 2605 
41. Andersson .....GM SVE........ 2605 


42. Akopian ......... GM ARM....... 2600 
43. Illescas .......... GM ESP......... 2600 
44. Chernin .......... GM HUN....... 2600 
45 ON: csencnsetecs. GM EST ........ 2600 


46. Ljubojevic ...... GM JUG........ 2600 
47. Portisch ......... GM HUN....... 2600 
48. Nunn... GM ENG....... 2595 
49. Damijanovic ..GM JUG........ 2595 
50. Beliavsky ....... GM UKR........ 2595 
51. Hjartarson .....GMISD......... 2595 
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52. Miles .............. GM ENG........ 2595 
53. Speelman ...... GM ENG........ 2590 
54. Kengis ............ GM LAT......... 2590 
55. Dreev ............. GM RUS........ 2590 
56. Wolff ............... GM USA......... 2590 
57. Rozentalis ...... GM LIT .......... 2590 
58. Eingorn .......... GM UKR........ 2590 
59. Kurajica .......... GM BHZ......... 2590 
60. Pinter.............. GM HUN ....... 2590 
61. Tiviakov .......... GM RUS......... 2585 
62. Novikov .......... GM UKR........ 2585 
63. Lputian............ GM ARM........ 2585 
64. Viadimirov ...... GM KAZ......... 2585 
65. Rohde ............ GM USA......... 2585 
66. Vyzmanavin ...GM RUS......... 2580 
67. Kudrin ............ GM USA........ 2580 
68. Kovalev............ IM RUS........ 2580 
69. Ruban ............ GM RUS ........ 2580 
70. Lautier ............ GM FRA......... 2580 


71. Kortchnoi ....... GM SW2........ 2575 
72. Chandler ........ GM ENG........ 2575 


73. Goldin... GM RUS........ 2575 
74. Serper ...........-. IM UZB........ 2575 
7D: ERS cateceteds: GM SVE......... 2570 
76. Dvoirys ........... GM RUS ........ 2570 
77. Khenkin ........... IM RUS........ 2570 
78. Tukmakov ...... GM UKR........ 2570 
79. Psakhis ........... GMISL.......... 2570 
80. Ulibin .............. GM RUS......... 2570 
81. Benjamin ....... GM USA......... 2570 
82. Morovic .......... GM CH......... 2570 


84. Nogueiras ...... GM CUB......... 2570 
85. de Firmian ..... GM USA......... 2570 
86. Razuvaev ....... GM RUS. ........ 2565 
87. Petursson ...... GM ISD.......... 2565 
88. Campora ........ GM ARG......... 2565 
89. Rogers ........... GM AUS ........ 2565 
90. Granda Z. ....... GM PER ........ 2565 
91. Dzindzi’vili ...... GM USA........ 2565 


92. SAX ......sesceeeees GM HUN ....... 2565 
93. Pigusov........... GM RUS ........ 2565 
94. Magerramov ...IM RUS......... 2565 
95. Larsen ............ GM DEN........ 2565 
96. Stohl .............. GM CSR......... 2560 
97. Dlugy ............. GM USA......... 2560 


98. Fedorowicz.....GM USA........ 2560 
99. Hertneck ........ GM GER........ 2560 
100. Hort 00.00.0000... GM GER........ 2560 
101. Spassky ....... GM FRA......... 2560 
102. Machulsky ...GM RUS........ 2560 


INSIDE CHESS 


Top women 
1. Polgar J. ......... GM HUN........ 2575 
2. Polgar Zsu. ....GMHUN....... 2540 
3. Cramling P. . WGMSVE......... 2530 
4. Chiburdanidze GM GEO....... 2505 
5. Xie Jun ........ WGMPRC........ 2480 
6. Polgar Zso. . WGMHUN....... 2445 
7. loseliani ....... WGMGEO........ 2445 
8. Arakhamia ... WGMGEO........ 2435 
9. Gaprindashvili. GM GEO........ 2435 
10. Matveeva .... WGMRUG........ 2435 
11. Levitina ....... WGMUSA........ 2415 
12. Mad ........... WGMHUN....... 2410 


15. Maric A. ...... WGMJUG........ 2390 
16. Basagic ...... WGMEBNBH ....... 2390 
17. Demina ....... WGMRUBG........ 2385 
18. Sofieva ....... WGMRUG........ 2385 
19. Akh’umova . WGMUSA........ 2385 
20. Gurieli ......... WGMGEO........ 2375 
21. Zaitseva ...... WGMRUS........ 2370 
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Tactics, Tactics, and More Tactics 





THE ARTIFICIAL 
LAST RANK—II 


by IM Nikolay Minev 





A Second Opportunity 


Px Two —It sometimes occurs that 
the square of the missing pawn 

(pawns) in front of the opponent’s 
King is filled up with some of its own 
pieces. This second opportunity for an 
artificial last rank mate is common in 
practice. Sometimes the pattern already 
exists and it is only necessary to seize the 
opportunity. 


QO 13.6 Queen’s Gambit DS53 
IM Bogdan Sliwa 
GM Igor Bondarevsky 
Hastings 1960/61 


1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Be7 4.Nf3 Nf6 
5.Bg5 h6 6.Bh4 O-O 7.cxd5 Nxd5 8.Bxe7 
Qxe7 9.Qb3 Nxc3 10.Qxc3 b6 11.Rc1?! 

When your King is going to remain in 
the center for a long time, any action 
undertaken with a small profit in mind 
is, at the very least, extremely 
dangerous! 

11...Ba6! 12.93 

After 12.Qxc7 Nd7 13.Qc3 Rac8 
14.Qd2 Rxcl + 15.Qxcl Rc8 16.Qd2 Nf6, 
threatening 17...Ne4, Black has a very 
strong initiative for the pawn. 

12...Nd7 13.Bg2 Rac8 14.Nd2? 

A mistake. By recognizing that his 
opening strategy was wrong, White still 
could hold the balance with 14.Qd2, fol- 
lowed by 15.0-O. 

*4...c5 15.Qa3?? 

This second mistake 1s fatal. The 
pin of the c5-pawn is illusory be- 
cause White’s Knight has lent itself 
to an artifictal last rank pattern. 
However, White already was in big 
trouble and his best try was again 
15.0-O, even though that abandons 
the important e2-pawn. 
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15...cxd4! 16.b4? 

Instead 16.Rxc8 Rxc8 17.Qxe7? Rel is 
a back rank mate. Also hopeless is 
16.0-O Qxa3 17.bxa3 Bxe2 etc. 

16...Qxb4! 0-1 


4 Minas not only use the artificial last 
rank pattern, but more often first cre- 
ate it. Below isa typical example also with 
the opposing Knight as an unwitting par- 
ticipant. 


IM Edward Formanek - Mengelis 
USA 1962 
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1.Bg7 + ! Nxg7 2.Qf8+ 1-0 
ny Opponent’s piece can be used for 
he construction of an artificial last 
rank. The most popular pattern is with 
the help of a pinned Rook. 


INSIDE CHESS 


AL 5.1 Alekhine’s Defense B04 


Kinzel 
GM Lothar Schmid 
Venice 1953 


1.e4 Nf6 2.e5 Nd5 3.d4 d6 4.Nf3 Nb6 
5.Be2 26 6.0-O Bg7 7.Bf4?! 

This Bishop soon will return to ¢3, its 
usual place. The theoretical continuation 
is 7.exd6. 

7..Nc6 8.Nc3 O-O 9.exd6 cxd6 10.Qd2 
Bg4 

Black has an equal game with 10...e5. 
The text move leads to double-edged 
complications. 

11.Be3 Bxf3 12.Bxf3 Nc4 13.Qe2 Nxb2 
14.Rab1 Nxd4 15.Bxd4 Bxd4 16.Rxb2 
Bxc3 17.Rxb7 e6 18.Qa6 Bd4!? 

The alternative is 18...d5, and if 
19.Rxa7 Rxa7 20.Qxa7, then 20...Qa8 
looks good enough for an advantage. But 
Black has a trap in mind, which gives him 
an opportunity to keep the extra pawn 
and the Queens on the board for an at- 
tack —the usual plan in case of opposite 
colored Bishops. 

19.Qa4 e5 20.Rd7 Qh4! 

Threatening 21...Bxf2 +. 

21.Bc6 Rab8 22.c3?? 

Falling into the trap. As a matter of 
fact, White’s position was already dif- 
ficult. For example if 22.h3, then 
22...Rb4! followed by 23...Bc5 but 22.g3 
Of6 23.Bd5 still keeps some hope. 





22...Qxf2+! 0-1 


N” an example with the King on the 
queenside. 


EO 18.1 English A26 


Sultan Halilbeili 
Yury Solntsev 
Moscow 1964 


1.c4 e5 2.Nc3 Nec6 3.23 96 4.Bg2 Bg7 
5.d3 Nge7 
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More exact is probably 5...d6 first, and 
if 6.h4 Nf6. 

6.h4!? h6 7.e4 d6 8.Nge2 f5 9.Be3 Nd4 
10.Qd2 c6 11.f4 Be6 12.h5 gxh5 13.fxe5 
dxe5 14.0-0-O fxe4 15.Nxe4 Bg4 16.Bxd4 
exd4 17.Rdfl Qc7 18.Nf4 Qe5S 19.Rel 
O-0-O 20.Nf2 Qg5 21.Nxg4 hxg4 22.Rh5 
Qf6 23.Qe2 Rde8 

After 23...Rhe8 24.0xg4 + Kb8 25.Ne6 
BI ck lo tl t --t-i-': 25..N-6 (if 
25...0g6 or 25...Nc8 26.0f4+ and 
smothered mate) 26.Rf5 etc. 

24.Qxg4+ Kb8 25.Qd7! 

The threat 26.RbS! forces new weak- 
nesses in the Black King’s shelter. 

25...a6 26.Re6 Qf8 27.Qd6+ 
28.Qc7 Bf6 29.Ra5 Rc8 
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30.Rxc6! 1-0 
On the agenda are three mates: 
30...bxc6 31.Rxa6, 30...Nxc6 31.Rxa6 + 
bxa6 32.Bxc6, and our thematic 30...Rxc7 
31.Rcxa6+ Kb8& 32.Ra8 mate, with 
Black’s Rook on c7 playing the part of a 
pawn! 
OQ’ rare ocasions the artificial last rank 
mate pattern occurs on the Rook- 
file. There is no better example here than 
the following famous game of Alekhine’s: 


QO 17.2 Chigorin Nefe..se —07 
Alexander Alekhine 
Edgar Colle 
Paris 1925 


1.d4 d5 2.c4 Nc6 3.Nf3 Bg4 4.Qa4 Bxf3 
5.exf3 e6 6.Nc3 Bb4 

Theory today prefers 5...Nge7. 

7.a3 Bxc3+ 8.bxc3 Nge7 9.Rb1 Rb8 
10.cxd5 Qxd5 11.Bd3 O-O 12.0-0 Qd6 
13.Qc2 Ng6 14.f4 Nce7 15.g3 Rfd8 16.Rd1 
b6 17.a4 Nd5 18.Bd2 c5 19.f5 exfS 20.Bxf5 
exd4 21.cxd4 Nde7?! 22.Bb4 Qf6 23.Bxe7! 
Qxe7 24.Rbcl Rd5 25.Be4 Rd7 26.d5 Qf6 


The initial move of a well-concealed 
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mating conception (Alekhine). 

27...Rbd8 28.Qc6 Qg5? 

Strange as it may seem, the square g5 
for the Queen—which looks the most 
natural — will prove fatal. The right move 
was 28...0d4, after which there would not 
be anything decisive for White as yet 
(Alekhine). 

29.Bxg6 bxg6 





30.Qxd7! 

Let’s give the floor to Alekhine once 
again: “This Queen’s sacrifice is only pos- 
sible because Black’s g5-square is oc- 
cupied by the Queen, and the King there- 
fore will have no escape after the Rook’s 
doubling on the 8th rank.” 

In a few words, Black’s Queen on g5 
creates an ar ificial las_ r_nk pa___rn. 

30...Rxd7 31.Re8+ Kh7 32.Rec8 Rd8 
33.Rexd8! 1-0 

The thematic finish is 33...Kh6 34.Rh8 
mate. 

he artificial last rank can be created 
not only with one, but also with two or 
even three of the opponent’s pieces. 


Georgi Popov 
Kosta Angelov 
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White ts to move: 
1.Rd7!! 


INSIDE CHESS 


Threatening 2.Qh8 mate. 

1...Bxd7 

The first “pawn” takes its place. 

2.Qd6 + ! Re7 

The second “pawn” takes its place 
and a perfect artificial last rank is 
framed. 

3.Qh6+ 1-0 

The final pretty picture is 3...Ke8 4.Rg8 
mate. 
O” of the most amusing and instruc- 

tive examples connected with our 

theme. 


P. Rethy 
L. Wiesel 
Budapest 1934 








Black is lost, But he has one last prac- 
tical chance. 

1...Ne2! 

Such surprising moves can be very ef- 
fective, especially if the opponent is in 
time trouble. 

2.Nxe2?? 

One simple trick to be avoided is 
2.Bxf3?? Rd1+ 3.Rgi Rxgl mate. The 
attempt to defend the dl-square with 
2.Qb1?? loses after 2...Nxg3+ 3.hxg3 
R‘* *,Qxd1 (4.Kh2 Q'5° ma‘e) 
4..Qxd1+ etc. After 2.0xe2 Rd1+ 
3.Qxd1 Qxd1+ 4.Rg1 White has a clear 
advantage, but the fight is still ahead. Do 
you see another, decisive continuation in 
White’s favor? If not, refer to the annota- 
tions after the game. 

2..Rd1 + 3.Ngl1 Rxgl +! 

This shot ts also typical. 

4.Kxg1 Qd1 mate 0-1 

Instead of the losing 2.Nxe2?? and all 
other bad or relatively good continua- 
tions, White missed a delightful tactical 
win by 2.Qxg7+!! Kxg7 3.Bxf3 Rd1+ 
4.Nf1+ and 5.Bxe2. a 
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